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1909 


January 13, 1909 
“Church Federation” The Medical Missionary, 18, 2, pp. 36-39. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


[It should not be expected that we should give here any account of 

the origin and growth, so far, of the Federation of Churches. All this, 

both in the history and in the principles of it, has been fully set forth 

in these columns in the past three years; and has been reprinted in 

book form. All that can be done now is to follow the thing in its 

further development, as in the late council manifested. All who have 

not read the accounts up to the present time can do so by obtaining 

the two pamphlets—“The World’s Greatest Issues,” twen-ty-five 

cents; and “The Christian Church and Church Federation,” thirty- 
five cents. Probably a good many have “The World’s Greatest 
Issues,” but we know that not so many have “The Christian Church 
and Church Federation,” though the latter is, if anything, more than 

the former essential to a fair understanding of church federation and 

its far-reaching meaning. Both of these pamphlets can be had by 

addressing, with the price, THE MEDICAL MISSIONARY, Baittl 
Creek, Mich.JVMEDM January 13, 1909, page 36.1 


THE first meeting of the “Federal Council of the Churches of Christ 
in America” was held in Witherspoon Hall, Philadelphia, Pa., Dec. 2 
to 8, inclusive. MEDM January 13, 1909, page 37.1 


Three years ago there was held in New York City a conference on 
federation. That conference proposed to the churches a form of 
federation. This was approved, the federation was a fact, and this 
council in Philadelphia was the first meeting of the officially formed 
and officially named and called “Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ in America.”MEDM January 13, 1909, page 37.2 


In the opening speech by the president of the Council, he said that 
this Council was “a federation of denominations. Federation itself is 
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no new idea; but denominational federation is new. This Council 
stands officially for thirty-two denominations, with a membership of 
eighteen millions, and representing a population of fifty millions, a 
majority of the inhabitants of the United States /VWEDM January 13, 
1909, page 37.3 


“It is American, and has rightly a relation to the questions of 
temperance, marriage and divorce, Sabbath desecration—to all the 
great questions that demand the united efforts of the churches. It 
has also relation to the world at large; for the attitude of our nation 
is largely Christian toward other nations, and the essential spirit of 
our nation is that of the Lord Jesus.EDM January 13, 1909, page 
37.4 


“It is Protestant; but whereas the Protestant Reformation 
emphasized the right of private judgment and developed in a 
notable manner individuality, thoughtful persons are now realizing 
the need of combination, and the interests of the individual no 
longer blind the minds of believers to the need of mutuality in 
service." MEDM January 13, 1909, page 37.5 


There were about four hundred delegates from the thirty-two 
churches of the Federation. The Methodist Episcopal had fifty 
delegates; the Methodist Church South had thirty-four; the Baptist 
Federation of the North had thirty-two; Presbyterian Church had 
thirty-one; the Disciples, thirty; the Congregationalists, twenty-one; 
and so on down to the Primitive Methodists, who had but 
two.MEDM January 13, 1909, page 37.6 


Three years ago, when this Federation was formed, the Baptist 
churches were not a federation, of themselves. Since that time, 
however, the Baptist Churches have formed a federation of 
themselves. There was opposition to it, and the opposition was 
Scriptural and Christian. Nevertheless, federation was practically 
accomplished at the annual assembly in Washington City, 1907, 
and was perfected at the annual convention in Oklahoma City, 
1908; and became a part of this National Federation by the 
appointment of the thirty-two delegates before mentioned./MEDM 
January 13, 1909, page 37.7 


Business sessions were held forenoon and afternoon each day 
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except Sunday; and mass-meetings in two or three places every 
night and Sunday afternoon—except Saturday night/VEDM 
January 13, 1909, page 37.8 


The time of the Council in the business sessions was occupied with 
the hearing and discussion of the reports of large committees that 
had been appointed apparently at the Conference in 1905, and that 
had made up their reports before this Council had 
assembled. MEDM January 13, 1909, page 37.9 


These reports and the discussions showed plainly that this Federal 
Council of Churches, in the name of heaven assumes jurisdiction of 
everything on earth—local, national, and international; civil and 
religious alike. For with equal confidence they dealt with 
“International” and “Interdenominational” relations; with affairs of the 
State; as well as of the Church. And this universal jurisdiction has 
been assumed with the direct purpose of its being held, exerted, 
and enlarged. In their own words: “A body of men that represents to 
any extent a constituency that includes a church membership of 
over seventeen millions and a family and individual constituency of 
more than half the population of this nation of eighty millions, can 
not but receive world-wide recognition from those who thoughtfully 
watch the trend of national and international affairs.”"\WEDM January 
13, 1909, page 37.10 


Sunday afternoon there was held at Lyric Theater a mass-meeting 
professedly in the interest of workingmen; but in fact it was in the 
interest of trades union workingmen. And everything about it, 
except one speech, showed plainly that on the part of the Church 
Federation the meeting was chiefly for the purpose of their feeding 
taffy to the trades unions. The chairman of the meeting was a vice- 
president of the Federation of Labor and a Roman Catholic; while 
the meeting itself was gotten up altogether by the Federation of 
Churches, a federation of Protestants only, and which would not by 
any means admit Catholics to its membership. This Catholic 
chairman of the mass-meeting of the Federal Council of 
Protestants, on behalf of the Federation of Labor congratulated the 
Federation of Churches on “the strong and open stand that it had 
taken in behalf of labor. We would almost concede that the Church 
Federation resolution emanated from a trades union.”WEDM 





January 13, 1909, page 38.1 


Of course, the chairman and everybody else there knew full well 
that by his reference to “labor” he meant only union labor as the 
object of that action of the Church Federation. And the Federation 
Council had only the day before taken such action, in the words. 
“To those who by organized effort are seeking ... to uphold the 
dignity of labor, this Council sends the greeting of human 
brotherhood and the pledge of sympathy and of help in a cause 
which belongs to all who follow Christ.” This, while in the same 
report declaring that “the churches must stand for the right of all 
men to the opportunity for self-maintenance; a right ever to be 
wisely and strongly safeguarded against encroachments of every 
kind”’—a declaration in the presence of which trades-unionism can 
not stand fora moment.MEDM January 13, 1909, page 38.2 


Nevertheless, both parties rode the two horses going in opposite 
directions, and the Catholic vice-president of the Federation of 
Labor introduced the Protestant president of the Federation of 
Protestant Churches. Then, the Protestant president of the 
Federation of Protestant Churches, a bishop, said:—V/EDM 
January 13, 1909, page 38.3 


“This Federation represents a membership of seventeen millions 
and a population of more than fifty million. If Christ had not been 
here, there would have been no federations. The badge of this 
Federation bears the hand of a laboring man—the hand of Christ. | 
would not be here if Christ were not a workingman. | would not 
respect him if he were not a workingman. Christ is the model 
workingman. He has a claim on the workingman, as no other 
religion has. Laboring men rarely use the name of Christ 
profanely."MEDM January 13, 1909, page 38.4 


Then the Catholic chairman of the meeting said:—V/EDM January 
13, 1909, page 38.5 


“In our great struggles, in our great strikes, we have felt that the 
church was indifferent. The great majority of members of trades 
unions are church members. When a man joins a union and goes 
on a strike, it does not mean that he is not a Christian. We all 
worship the same God. And now since the church has declared 
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herself, it devolves on us to do our best to keep the respect of the 
church.” MEDM January 13, 1909, page 38.6 


But what the bishop said is worth a little notice for its own sake 
alone. Take his expression. “I would not be here if Christ were not a 
workingman. | would not respect him if he were not a workingman.” 
Just look at that, will you? Think on it a little. Jesus Christ, being the 
Lord of glory and the Creator of heaven and earth, it would seem 
that he should be respected by every person in the universe, 
wherever and in whatever form or condition he might choose to 
come. But lo, here is one who makes it the sole condition of his 
having his respect that he “come as a workingman!” The Lord of 
glory and Creator of all things condescends to come to the world of 
sinful men for the purpose of delivering sinful men from the 
bondage of corruption into the glorious liberty of the children of 
God. In view of this it would seem that any sinful man would by only 
glad to welcome him and do him grateful reverence and everlasting 
homage, in whatever form or estate he might choose to come. But 
no! here is one who flatly declares that if Christ the Creator and 
Redeemer had not come as “a workingman” he would not even 
respect him. This gives just ground for query as to what the bishop 
considers the real relative attitude and position of himself and the 
Creator. How much more of a step would he have to take in that 
same direction before he would be ready to proclaim that unless the 
Creator and Lord of all conform strictly to his notion in a/l points he 
“would not respect him’?/MEDM January 13, 1909, page 38.7 


Also about how much larger mass-meeting of trades unions would 
be needed to draw from him the declaration that if Christ were not a 
trades-unionist he would not be at such a meeting, and “would not 
respect him”? Indeed, this is implied in what he did say; for he said, 
“If Christ had not been here, there would have been no federations.” 
And what are trades-unions but trades-federations? And what is 
trades-unionism but trades federationism, equally with church 
federationism?/MEDM January 13, 1909, page 39.1 


But so far is it from being true that if Christ had not been here there 
would have been no federations, that exactly the opposite is true. 
Christ is “the word made flesh.” And that word said to him with a 
strong emphasis that he “should not walk in the way of this people,” 





saying to him “Say ye not ‘A confederacy’ to all them be whom this 
people shall Say ‘A confederacy.” /saiah 8:11, 12. So of Christ’s 
coming being the ground or cause of federations, the truth is so 
completely the opposite that where Christ is recognized and 
received or even respected, there can not be any such thing as 
federation or confederation of any kind or to any degree, whether 
federations of labor, or federations of churches, or what not. /WEDM 
January 13, 1909, page 39.2 


The chairman next introduced the Rev. Mr. Stelzle, who before he 
became a minister was a machinist. He made “the one speech” 
before referred to as the exception. It was a straightforward, open, 
fair, and honest, Christian speech to union men on the principles of 
the gospel of salvation; of the change of heart as the true spring 
and guide of life, citing with telling effect the philosophy of Josh 
Billings, that “before you could have an honest horse-race, you 
must have an honest human race”; and closing with a most 
powerfully spiritual appeal to them that they “Give Jesus a square 
deal.” It was the best address that | ever heard given to union men. 
And the contrast—in the speech itself, in its effect, and in every 
respect—between this speech and the adulation of the bishop was 
so marked that it seems the bishop must surely have seen it and 
been fairly ashamed of his toadyism, if not of himself also.\/EDM 
January 13, 1909, page 39.3 


And this contrast is only a phase, and illustrative, of a wide and 
mighty contrast that was manifest throughout the whole course of 
the session of the Federation Council—a contrast that conveys a 
world of meaning, and is in itself the touchstone of the whole 
scheme of Federation.\MEDM January 13, 1909, page 39.4 


But this part of the story will have to be told next week.WEDM 
January 13, 1909, page 39.5 





January 20, 1909 


“Long Beach Sanitarium” The Medical Missionary, 18, 3, p. 45. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


THE readers of the MEDICAL MISSIONARY will, we are sure, b 
glad to know that our old friend and former associate in the Battle 

Creek Sanitarium—Dr. Winegar-Simpson—is now established in a 
fine sanitarium of their own at Long Beach, California. The building 
was originally erected as a hospital, so that with but small expense 

it could be made into the fine and well-equipped sanitarium that it 

now is, containing beautiful parlors and offices, wide halls, handy 

treatment rooms, and_ fifty nicely furnished rooms __ for 

patients. MEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.1 


Being in that beautiful place of perpetual summer, in the presence 
of flowers and palm trees always, with a grand, wide-sweeping view 
of the ocean, and only a short distance from the beach, it is 
certainly an ideal place for invalids at any time; but more especially 
in winter. And we do not know where those who must leave the wild 
and severe winters of the North or East could find benefit more 
surely or more pleasantly than at this beautiful sanitarium by the 
summer sea—summer sea in winter. In the midst of the snow and 
storms of the Eastern or Northern winter, it may be difficult to 
realize that this is true as to this “sanitarium by the summer sea in 
winter.” But it is true. | have been there, and | know. Only lately | 
had the pleasure of visiting the Long Beach Sanitarium, and 
renewing acquaintance with Brother and Sister Simpson and their 
good family of nurses and helpers.MEDM January 20, 1909, page 
45.2 


Long Beach is about twenty miles from Los Angeles. The journey is 
pleasantly made in about forty-five minutes over a finely equipped 
double-track electric road; and the cars stop within little more than a 
block of the Sanitarium.MEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.3 


The place was secured and opened by the present management 





last summer. Their work has been a success from the beginning; 

and | am sure that all the readers of the MEDICAL MISSIONARY 
will heartily join in wishing that only success and blessing shall 

attend them always and forever. ALONZO T. JONESMEDM 

January 20, 1909, page 45.4 


“Church Federation—ll. Federation ‘Unity’ Is Not Christian Unity” The 
Medical Missionary, 18, 3, p. 45. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


IN the Federal Council of the Churches, there were plainly apparent 
throughout two distinct phases and fields of endeavor; we might 
fairly say two distinct worlds..MEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.1 


On the one side,—and this the primary,—there was the hard, cold, 
governmental, legislative, legal, formal, assuming and dominating, 
spirit and machinery of Federation and Confederation of men and of 
the ways of men. But when this was all laid aside and forgotten, as 
several times it was, and they were met only as Christians, to speak 
of the work and power of the common Gospel and the common faith 
to reach and save and lift up mankind and bless the world, then 
there was seen the warm, comforting, and helpful Christian spirit of 
the Gospel. WEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.2 


And between these two the contrast was so clear and so great that 
it seemed each time that those who composed the Council could 
not fail to see it; and, in this, to see that “the unity of the Spirit in the 
bond of peace” is so far beyond and above the governmental, legal, 
formal, merely human and machine, “unity” of Federation and 
Confederation that there is left neither place for it nor need of 
it MEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.3 


And this true unity—‘“the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace’—is 
easier found than is the other, even by those who are seeking the 
other. All that is required is that they all look only to Christ as the 
one grand Center of all, drink into his one Spirit, and freely forget 
everything else. Then they would all be one immediately and by that 
alone. And this, entirely without any, and without any need of any, 
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mere human contrivance and governmental machinery of the false 
and fleeting “unity” of Federation and Confederation. WEDM January 
20, 1909, page 45.4 


This truth is strikingly illustrated in this Federation itself. For 
instance, in this Council there were seven kinds of Methodists and 
five kinds of Presbyterians. Since, then, the Methodists have 
already built seven machines, and the Presbyterians have built five 
machines, solely to accentuate their differences and the absence of 
unity, is it now probable that the building of this extra and larger 
machine by all of them together, will be the means of uniting those 
seven kinds of Methodists and those five kinds of Presbyterians any 
more than they were united before?/\MEDM January 20, 1909, page 
45.5 


In this Federation there are thirty-two separate denominations. 
Those, then, who compose this Federation have already built thirty- 
two machines solely to accentuate their differences and their total 
lack of unity. Is it, therefore, in any wise likely that, in the building of 
this extra machine by all of them together, they will be any more 
united in spirit or in any real Christian unity than they were before 
they built this “new” machine?/MEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.6 


In a word, is Christian unity the fruit of human machinery? even 
though the machine that is to effect this unity be a thirty-third one 
built by the very ones who have already built thirty-two in emphasis 
of their decided lack of unity? and all of the thirty-two still held, and 
to be held, intact in the presence of the thirty-third one? No. No. No; 
that is not and never can be in any sense the way to Christian unity. 
The only unity that can ever by any possibility be thus attained is a 
mere political, governmental, formal, outward, human and worldly 
unity; and thus a unity never for piety, for only for power. MEDM 
January 20, 1909, page 45.7 


Christian unity, the only true unity that can ever be, is toto cle 
different from that; and as far higher as heaven is higher than the 
earth, and as the divine Spirit is higher than human 
machinery. MEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.8 


Christian unity is unity not from the divine Spirit, nor thus by the 
divine Spirit; but is “the unity of the Spirit” Himself. Christian unity is 
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not a unity derived by people from the divine Spirit, nor primarily 
caused among people by the divine Spirit. Itis “the unity of the 
divine Spirit Himself; it is known only in the Spirit; and is obtained by 
believers in the receiving, and being possessed of, the Holy Spirit 
Himself. MEDM January 20, 1909, page 45.9 


Christian unity is far more than union among Christians. It is far 
more than even the union of a// Christians. Christian unity is nothing 
less, and nothing else, than the divine unity itself, possessing 
Christians. As excellency expressed in this Council itself by the 
most evangelical speaker in any or all of the evangelical speeches 
made in the Council, Christian unity “is not a unity of brotherhood” 
even; it is far more than that; for Jesus prayed “that they all may be 
one’—not as James and John are or may be one—not as Andrew 
and Peter are or may be one, BUT—s thou Father, art in Me, and 
| in Thee, that they may be one IN US.” “Thatthey may be one, 
even as WE are one.” “I in them, and thou in Me, that they may be 
made perfect in One.”"MEDM January 20, 1909, page 55.1 


Christian unity then is nothing less and nothing else than the divine 
unity itself, as that unity is in the very Godhead. The unity of the 
Godhead is the unity of Spiritin the Spirit; for the Godhead is only 
Spirit. And all who “have been made to drink into this one Spirit,” of 
the “one Lord,” through the “one faith” of the one Christ, and of the 
“one God and Father of all,” and are possessed of this “one Spirit,” 
and “live” and “walk” “in the Spirit,“—all these are one in Him and 
with Him in the very “unity of the Spirit,” which is the divine unity 
itself MEDM January 20, 1909, page 55.2 


This is further shown in the words of the Scripture defining Christian 
Fellowship: “That which we have seen and heard declare we unto 
you, that ye may have fellowship with us; and truly our fellowship is 
with the Father and with his Son Jesus Christ.... This the is the 
message which we have heard of him and declare unto you, that 
God is light, and in him is no darkness at all. If we say we have 
fellowship with him and walk in darkness we lie and do not the truth; 
but if we walk in the Light as he is in the light we have fellowship 
one with another.” 1 John 1:3-7,MEDM January 20, 1909, page 
55.3 
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By this Scripture it is plain that Christian fellowship is not primarily 
fellowship with one another; but fellowship with the Father and with 
the Son; and then fellowship with one another as the consequence 
of this fellowship with the Father and the Son. It is only when 
Christians “walk in the light as He is in the light,” that “we have 
fellowship one with another.” That Light is God. Walking in the Light 
is walking in God. Thus we have fellowship with him; and having 
fellowship with him we have it with one another. And this Life and 
Light is “declared,” so that, having the Life and walking in the Light, 
we may have fellowship with him; and this in order that we may 
have fellowship with those whose “fellowship is,” truly and primarily, 
“with the Father and with his Son Jesus Christ..WEDM January 20, 
1909, page 55.4 


That and that alone is Christian unity. And all so-called unity of 
federation, confederation, organization, and association, 
accomplished even by Christians, is of only human contrivance, is 
only a hollow shame, is a sheer counterfeit, and never Christian 
unity at all MEDM January 20, 1909, page 55.5 


All who are of this unity are one. They are one already by the very 
virtue of the divine unity itself; and they need no federations, 
confederations, organizations nor associations in order that they 
may be one. They are all one already; and all such contrivances as 
these are only the open confession that they have not the real unity 
of the Spirit and in the Spirit—the divine unity; and they must go 
about to supply the lack by construing a mere human, political and 
worldly “unity."\WEDM January 20, 1909, page 55.6 


All who are of this true, this divine, unity are one. They do not have 
to feel around to see whether it is so. It is so already, and they know 
it; they know it by the Spirit of Him in whom alone the unity is found. 
And among all these “There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is 
neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor female; for ye are all 
one in Christ Jesus”; “there is neither Greek nor Jew, circumcision 
nor uncircumcision, Barbarian, Scythian, bond nor free; but Christis 
all, and in all; and “the one God the Father of all is over and 
through all and in you all;” with “the Son also himself subject” unto 
God even the Father, “that God may be all in all.” 7 Corinthians 
15:28.MEDM January 20, 1909, page 55.7 





is 


That is Christian unity and nothing else is. And this is only the 
revelation of “the mystery of his will, according to his good pleasure 
which He hath purposed in Himself; that in the dispensation of the 
fulness of times He might gather together in One all things in Christ, 
both which are in heaven and which are in earth; even in him.” 
Ephesians 1:9, 10.MEDM January 20, 1909, page 56.1 


The “unity” which the Federal Council of Churches has in mind and 
aims at—Federation Unity—is of infinitely too low an order, and 
when attained is utterly of the wrong kind. And yet it must in truth be 
said that this “unity” is only of the same old order and kind as that of 
all the denominations. It is precisely the order and kind of “unity” 
that characterizes denominationalism of every sort everywhere. 
Indeed, this great Federation of the denominations, with its utterly 
inadequate and mistaken views of Christian unity, is only the logical 
culmination of essential denominationalism, with its inadequate and 
mistaken views as to what Christian unity really is. This whole 
scheme of the Federation of Churches to accomplish federation 
unity is only the same, and the reproduction and perpetuation of the 
same, old papal notion and papal kind of “unity.” And all that can 
ever come of it is the living likeness of that same old thing over 
again. VEDM January 20, 1909, page 56.2 


But thank the Lord, the Spirit of the Lord lifts up a standard against 
it wherever found; whether in a single denomination, or in the great 
federation of many denominations in the likeness of the papacy, or 
in the papacy itself. The time has come when Christian unity as it is 
in truth—“the unity of the Spirit’—will be known and manifested. For 
now is the time when “the mystery of God should be finished” 
(Revelation 10:7; and this mystery is “God manifest” in the flesh, 
“Christ in you the hope of glory,” through the divine Spirit; and thus 
the divine Spirit making manifest the divine unity in Christians and 
so manifesting true Christian unity. And the only culmination of this 
true Christian unity is that “glorious Church” which the divine Lord 
will “present to Himself’ without “spot or wrinkle or any such thing, 
but holy and without blemish” at his “glorious appearing.” Ephesians 
5:27.MEDM January 20, 1909, page 56.3 
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January 27, 1909 


“Church Federation—lll. Its Meaning, to All Churches and Religious 
People” The Medical Missionary, 18, 4, pp. 70-72. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


IN the first article on this subject the statement was made that the 
Federal Council of the Churches, “in the name of heaven assumes 
jurisdiction of everything on earth.” By the records of the council this 
is so plainly and abundantly manifest, and it means so much to 
everybody on earth, that it is important to present the evidence: 
First, as relates to the church; and secondly, as relates to the 
State. MEDM January 27, 1909, page 70.1 


It must constantly be kept in mind that the thought and scheme of 
the Federation itself, though entitled “the Federal Council of the 
Churches of Christ in America,” is not by any means to be confined 
to America; but is intended to become International Federation and 
World Federation. MEDM January 27, 1909, page 70.2 


In the report of the committee on Foreign Missions, in this Council it 
was said that “closer interdenominational affiliation and co- 
operation ... has gone further in foreign countries than it has at 
home, and that the movement is increasing with commendable 
rapidity.” And this council recommended “that these practical and 
effective efforts at, co-operation abroad have the hearty and even 
enthusiastic support of the Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ in America.” And this same report mentioned as “the special 
merit of this new union” or Federation in foreign lands “that it plans 
to absorb gradually all the outward activities of the missions and 
make them its own.” This shows at once that there is to be a 
centralization of all, in the Federation council, wherever and at 
whatever stage it may be developed. And as developed in America, 
what this means in America and everywhere else is to be seen for 
exactly what it is and as it is. MEDM January 27, 1909, page 70.3 


In the report of the committee on State Federation, the Federation 
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centralized body is said to be “the Senate of the Federated 
Churches of the Commonwealth;” and that as such “its office is to 
collect and make available—/WEDM January 27, 1909, page 70.4 


“(1) A list of all pastors in the state, and possibly church-clerks and 
laymen of prominence, in every local community. MEDM January 
27, 1909, page 70.5 


“(2) A list of all churches in each city or township, with location by 
ward or village, membership, and income....\/EDM January 27, 
1909, page 70.6 


“(3) A compilation of statistics, civil and religious, State and local, as 
the basis for the study of the task and degree of success of the 
churches in reaching the entire population. MEDM January 27, 
1909, page 70.7 


“(4) A file of letters, reports, and documents, giving further 
information about localities and local churches, especially their 
experiments in co-operation: including “annual reports of all 
denominational bodies; the histories and anniversaries of local 
churches, and newspaper clippings of any permanent 
importance. MEDM January 27, 1909, page 70.8 


“(5) Diagrams, charts and maps; to present the common tasks of 
the churches to the eye....MEDM January 27, 1909, page 70.9 


“(6) A list of all interdenominational organizations for religions 
education or evangelism, philanthropy or reform, with information as 
to their organization, income and work. WEDM January 27, 1909, 
page 70.10 


“To learn all the facts and to ally all the factors, is the only method 
of usefulness for a Federation!’ WEDM January 27, 1909, page 
70.11 


And so it was declared by the council that “not only in our cities but 
in smaller towns and rural communities the time has come when the 
churches of every community should join their forces in Federated 
effort." WEDM January 27, 1909, page 70.12 
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And now to whatpurpose is all this knowledge and effort and 
assumed jurisdiction? It is for the purpose of dividing up and 
apportioning all of the territory—“each square mile,” yes, “each 
foot”—of the United States, among the denominations; each section 
to be controlled exclusively by a certain denomination, or 
denominations, or the Federation. For it is plainly said:MEDM 
January 27, 1909, page 71.1 


“No community, in which any denomination has any legitimate 
claim, should be entered by any other denomination through its 
official agencies without conference with the denomination or 
denominations having said claims."\WEDM January 27, 1909, page 
71.2 


And—MEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.3 


“In case one denomination begins gospel work in a destitute 
community, it should be left to develop that work without other 
denominational interference.”\MEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.4 


And “a complete list of all churches in a State” is to be made “to 
discover every case of overlapping” in the occupancy of territory. 
And where disputes arise between denominations as to rights of 
occupancy, all these “cases of friction between denominations or 
churches of different denominations” are to be referred to the 
Federation for “formal arbitration”; as it is the purpose and promise 
of the Federation to “provide arbitrators, where this is required and 
requested, whose decision shall have only the authority of its own 
obvious wisdom and the Christian public sentiment back of 
it." MEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.5 


Nor is this jurisdiction to be confined to the denominations that form 
the Federation itself, and that have invited it by becoming a part of 
the Federation. The jurisdiction is firstterritorial, and then is a 
jurisdiction of all in the territory just because they are in the territory. 
Therefore, whether a denomination be of the Federation or not, it is 
to be under the jurisdiction of the Federation; because it is in the 
territory the jurisdiction of which has been assumed by the 
Federation. Of course this is religious imperialism flat and open, as 
plain as ever was in the world. WEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.6 
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Nor yet does this Federation-jurisdiction stop with including all the 
denominations. It stops nothing short of including everything 
religious that shall be found in the territory. In many country districts 
there are union congregations, and undenominational assemblies, 
several of which together employ for themselves a pastor. All of 
these are likewise to be included and dominated, for the plain word 
is—MEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.7 


“There are also many scattered undenominational or union 
churches.... Ascertaining the existence of these by its knowledge of 
every community, the State Federation... can bring them into touch 
with each other and with the Federated churches of the 
State." WEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.8 


But it is just to escape the domination of centralized denominational 
federation, that in any cases these undenominational or union 
churches have been formed. But while they have thus and so far 
escaped the denominational federation, they are not now to be 
allowed to escape the same thing from interdenominational 
Federation; and this in such all-inclusive form that they simply can 
not escape it. MEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.9 


Having, then, monopolized the territory and all of the religious 
activities in the territory, and having duly apportioned the territory 
among the agencies which the Federation recognizes and 
commends, then if there should be a denomination, or any 
congregation, sufficiently Christian to repudiate Federation and all 
that there is of it, in any and every form, that denomination or 
congregation will immediate become “a speckled bird.” It will be an 
“anarchistic elements,” and “injurious to the interests and progress 
of the kingdom of God.”MEDM January 27, 1909, page 71.10 


And if there be a minister of the gospel, called and commissioned 
and sent by the Lord with his message to the people, for the time, 
but who is not of any denomination, and who will not be of the 
Federation;—the territory being all apportioned or exclusively held, 
by the Federation—such minister of the gospel, with his message 
from heaven, will be absolutely excluded; against him every place 
will be closed. And if in loyalty to Christ and under the weight of the 
mighty importance of the truth and message that he has from God, 
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such message that he has from God, such messenger shall go and 
preach his message anyhow, then the Federation-management will 
warn all the churches against him, will direct them all to close the 
doors against him, and he will be religiously outlawed. And if any of 
the churches disregard the interdict, and will hear him, then they will 
be attainted and their “insubordination” will be dealt with accordingly 
by the Federation “authorities”; because that preacher of the gospel 
is “opposed to Federation” and such example followed “would 
destroy all Federation.” The Federation, then, assumes jurisdiction 
of all territory and of all the denominations and churches and 
religious activities in the territory. And this jurisdiction is so 
complete, so absolute, and so natural to her, that without any sign 
of any sense of incongruity it readily includes even the Lord himself. 
For when in the Council a speech was made in protest against it, 
asserting that the Federation stands professedly “on the principle of 
the Protestant reformation—the right of private judgment”; and that 
therefore “native Christians in all countries have the right to 
organize as they please and to do as they please,“—this was met 
with the palliative that “if they see fit under the guidance of the Holy 
Spirit to organize without any denominational name or connection, 
they may know by this action of the Council that they have the 
authority of the council for so doing.”"WEDM January 27, 1909, page 
71.11 


It would seem that when any person had been guided by the Holy 
Spirit to do a thing, that of itself should be considered all sufficient 
authority for the doing of it. And it would seem that in the presence 
of the authority of the Holy Spirit the Federated Council of Churches 
would say to herself and to all, “Hands off. That is of God, and is 
enough.” But lo! instead of this the Federated Council of Churches 
must needs take “action” indicating that when the Holy Spirit has 
guided people in the doing of a thing, then “by this action of the 
Council” those people may know that they have the “authority” of 
the Council to do what the Holy Spirit has already guided them in 
the doing of! And that this was allowed to pass in the Council 
without any question and without any apparent sense of its 
incongruity, shows that it seems to them proper enough to be taken 
for granted. MEDM January 27, 1909, page 72.1 


(Concluded next week.) 
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February 3, 1909 


“Church Federation—lll. (Concluded)” The Medical Missionary, 18, 5, pp. 
83-85. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


AND in the report on Local Organization, one of the “certain 
committees that should be created in every local Federation” and 
that are “needed in every community,” is a committee of—/WEDM 
February 3, 1909, page 83.1 


“Investigation—to look into the merits of proposed 
interdenominational enterprises or such organizations as ask for the 
support of the churches of the community, for the purpose of either 
approving or disapprove.”\MEDM February 3, 1909, page 83.2 


Thus under cover of the purring profession of “protecting the 
churches from appeals from aid which tend to benevolence from the 
regular and recognized channels,” the Federation at one mighty 
stride plants herself bodily and in full panoply in the jurisdiction of 
the whole realm of all bodies, denominational and 
undenominational and of the channels of the benevolence of them 
all. MEDM February 3, 1909, page 83.3 


It assumes jurisdiction of all the undenominational bodies by 
assuming to “endorse” and “commend” them, or assuming to refuse 
to endorse or commend any; and by calling upon all who want 
“financial assistance from the churches” to file with the executive 
committee of the Federation an “annual statement” of their business 
and how it is done. MEDM February 3, 1909, page 83.4 


And suppose that upon fundamental Christian principle, and by 
plain human right, these organizations or any of them, should mildly 
and in a perfectly Christian way tell the Federation Council that she 
has no kind of authority nor any shadow of right to assume any 
such office or jurisdiction in their affairs nor in their business; and 
that such assumption is only presumption, officiousness and 
meddling. Then the Federation could, and undoubtedly would, 
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direct the local Federation to make that “needed” “investigation,” 
and the general Federation make its disapproval manifest by “public 
sentiment” created by the Federation and passed on to all the 
Churches of the Federation. And the churches of the Federation, in 
“loyalty to the Federation,” must expect to accept this pub-lic 
sentiment,” and in accordance therewith exclude that Christian 
agency which is just as worthy as any, and as worthy as it ever 
was; but must now be held as utterly unworthy, just because the 
centralized Federation has put upon it her stamp of disapproval. 
The churches themselves may have no disagreement with the 
Christian agency in question, and no disapproval of its work but 
they must be “loyal to Federation,” and so must yield to the “public 
sentiment” manufactured and dealt out by the centralized 
Federation. MEDM February 3, 1909, page 83.5 


And the dictum of the centralized Federation will be expected to be 
thus accepted by the churches of the Federation, and to control 
them. For have not the churches entered into this Federation! Have 
not the churches set up this centralized hierarchy! And is not this 
centralized Federation office most disinterestedly “protecting the 
churches,” and most benevolently keeping “the stream of their 
benevolence” in “the regular and recognized channels’?/MEDM 
February 3, 1909, page 84.1 


And suppose that some of the churches, or some individuals of the 
churches, choose to think for themselves; and they see that the 
work that has been now “disapproved” by the Federation, is a 
perfectly Christian work, and entirely worthy of their benevolence; 
and they therefore choose to disregard the Federation dictum and 
the “regular and recognized channels,” and give their sympathy and 
their money to this “disapproved” enterprise direct! Then, those 
churches and individuals will be held as “disloyal,” as “opposed to 
Federation,” as “setting an example that will destroy all 
organization, and therefore such “disloyalty” must be stopped, those 
churches or individuals must be “disciplined.” And if the churches or 
individuals will not accept the Federation discipline and come under 
the universal Federation assumption and domination, then they fall 
under the ban of the Federation, and must be cut off and east out 
from the Federation system, so as to make sure that the blessed 
benefits of Federation with all its assumption and domination, shall 
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be preserved. MEDM February 3, 1909, page 84.2 


But any individuals separately and alone, or any _ individuals 
composing a church, have full and perfect right; they have divine 
right, to give their money to whomsoever they choose, and to 
bestow their benevolence wherever they please, according as they 
themselves shall think that their money will be expended most to 
the promotion of the gospel. And this without any reference 
whatever to any “regular and recognized,” or any other kind, of fixed 
and specific “channels” of any denomination or any local or state or 
national Federation. MEDM February 3, 1909, page 84.3 


It is the individual who makes the money. It is the individual who 
saves the money. And it is the individual who must give the money. 
And the individual has just as much right to give the money, without 
any denominational or Federation interference or assumption or 
domination, as he has either to make the money or to save, it, 
without any of this.\MEDM February 3, 1909, page 84.4 


So far, the individual is left free to make the money and to save it, 
without denominational or Federation interference—assumption and 
domination. But having made it and saved it without this he is not 
allowed to give at without this. When it comes to his giving it, then 
ecclesiasticism assumes control; denominationalism assigns 
“regular and recognized channels” through which alone he can give 
his money; and Federationism backs up the other two in firmly 
fastening and making’ perpetual this ecclesiastical and 
denominational assumption, which is only usurpation of the control 
of the individual as to his giving. WEDM February 3, 1909, page 84.5 


This assumption is that the money that he individual has saved and 
has in “his possession, is subject to control, to levy, and to 
appropriation by the church combine. The denominational combine 
fixes “the regular and recognized channels” through which his 
money, by the centralized levy and appropriation, must go; and the 
federation combine decides that only those whom the Federation 
endorses” and “commends” to the denominations can have any of 
this money; and these can have it only through “the regular and 
recognized channels.” Thus individuality in giving is annihilated, 
individual benevolence is swept away, and the individual himself is 
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eliminated from Christian giving, by this assumption—this 
usurpation—of Federation. MEDM February 3, 1909, page 84.6 


We have seen the Federation assumes control of all—“each foot”— 
of territory. We have seen that Federation assumes control of all 
religious work that shall be done in the territory. And we have seen 
that Federation assumes control as to just who may, and who shall 
not, have access to “the stream of benevolence” that shall flow only 
through fixed and “regular channels.”MEDM February 3, 1909, page 
85.1 


It is evidence, therefore, that Federation means nothing else than a 
universal and all-absorbing religious trust, a close and exclusive 
monopoly of all that pertains to religion; and consequently the 
pronounced disapproval and exclusion by the Federation voice, and 
the oppression and persecution by the Federation “public 
sentiment” of all who will not come under the Federation 
domination; this “public sentiment,” however, being not public 
sentiment at all in any true sense, but only a federation formed and 
federation-foisted “public sentiment” the more effectually to 
accomplish the Federation purpose of domination.\MEDM February 
3, 1909, page 85.2 


In the conference on Federation in New York City, November, 1905, 
Bishop Fowler spoke the warning that “If this Federation should 
grow into a centralized power under which the denominations lose 
their distinctive identity and native perfect freedom, then we shall 
see here despotism, cruelty and persecution by Protestantism. 
Human nature has not changed. It was a sorry day for the world 
when there was but one human brain in the world, and that brain in 
the chair of St. Peter’s."MEDM February 3, 1909, page 85.3 


By purring pretentions of “protection,” and sly degrees of 
encroachment, that process has begun. And all who will look will 
see it grow in the very likeness of that thing which made “the sorry 
day” that Bishop Fowler cited.\MEDM February 3, 1909, page 85.4 


All of this is enough, and is bad enough, to be a warning. Yet there 
is far more and it is far worse. But that phase of Federation must be 
deferred till next week. MEDM February 3, 1909, page 85.5 
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February 17, 1909 


“Church Federation—IlV. Its Meaning to the State and to All the People” The 
Medical Missionary, 18, 7, pp. 131-133. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


WE have seen that the “Federal Council of Churches” assumes 
jurisdiction and domination of all the territory of all the nation, and of 
all things and all people religious in that territory. MEDM February 
17, 1909, page 131.1 


It is equally true that she assumes jurisdiction and domination of all 
of the people in all things moral, and in many, if not all, things civil in 
that same territory. This is as plain in her own officially published 
words as is the other.MEDM February 17, 1909, page 131.2 


That her assumed jurisdiction and domination is universal and all- 
embracing—State and civil, as well as church and religious; people 
who are not religious as well as those who are—is made certain in 
the following statements in the report of the committee on State and 
Local Federations: VEDM February 17, 1909, page 131.3 


1. “The time has come when the churches may and must know 
every individual in the entire community as accurately as they now 
know their own membership.”"\/VEDM February 17, 1909, page 
131.4 


2. One of the “certain committees that should be created in every 
local Federation” is one on—\EDM February 17, 1909, page 131.5 


“Civic Righteousness or Civic Affairs—to keep in touch with all the 
moral issues of the community.”.WEDM February 17, 1909, page 
131.6 


3. “A large part of the task of the state federation is to organize the 
churches in every minor political division, /.e., city or township. By 
political divisions, rather than villages for several reasons:\WEDM 
February 17, 1909, page 131.7 
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“(1) “Only by covering every political division, can we be sure that 
the whole State is covered. WEDM February 17, 1909, page 131.8 


“(2) To ascertain the task before the local churches and their 
efficiency in meeting it, religious and civil statistics must be 
compared; and the latter are for political divisions.”".WEDM February 
17, 1909, page 131.9 


4. And why shall the whole State be covered by the church-combine 
in “political divisions,” “civil statistics,” etc.?—Answer:VEDM 
February 17, 1909, page 131.10 


“The enforcement and improvement of law often becomes the 
imperative duty of Local or State Federations, especially in regard 
to Sunday-rest, liquor-selling, sexual immorality and child 
labor." MEDM February 17, 1909, page 131.11 


And—MEDM February 17, 1909, page 131.12 


“Civic action on the part of the churches, /. e., in law-enforcement 
must proceed on lines of township, etc. WEDM February 17, 1909, 
page 131.13 


5. How widely extended is this to be?—Answer:/MEDM February 17, 
1909, page 131.14 


“The churches have as great an opportunity as ever to-day, if they 
will combine to meet the real needs of each community, from 
building roads and organizing industry, like John Frederick Oberlin, 
to swinging the thought of a whole great metropolis to religious 
things by concerted evangelism; ... and make possible what we 
have never had before, a systematic campaign to Christianize every 
phase of the life of the entire commonwealth.” MEDIM February 17, 
1909, page 131.15 


.6. And does she really mean to make all this effectual?— 
Answer:MEDM February 17, 1909, page 131.16 


“It thus becomes possible, as in two States already, to announce 
the watch-word: ‘Some church responsible for each square mile!’ 
Responsible, /. e., to know and seek in some way every individual 
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therein, mutually reporting preferences to sister churches. The area 
of each ‘responsibility district, of course, varies from one city block 
to a whole town of forty square miles.".WEDM February 17, 1909, 
page 131.17 


“The Federation ... should emphasize the importance of the 
‘responsibility districts’ which it establishes. When these cover the 
State, and the churches so appreciate their opportunity and 
responsibility, that each church will know the position of every voter 
on moral issues and tirelessly work to place every one upon the 
right side, moral reforms will come swiftly and permanently.” MEDM 
February 17, 1909, page 131.18 


“Knowledge of men alone gives power over men.”\/EDIM February 
17, 1909, page 131.19 


“The keynote is responsibility! Dynamite is in that word! Its 
significance once realized, it will revolutionize the relation of the 
churches to the community and to each other.” |MEDM February 17, 
1909, page 131.20 


“The State Federation, like a general, taking in the whole field, can 
suggest what is needed at each point.”"\MEDM February 17, 1909, 
page 132.1 


“There has already been worked out a practical program of 
activities as definite and comprehensive as has ever been proposed 
for any religious or civic campaign. We have planned the work; let 
us work the plan.”MEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.2 


Now note in that plan which is to be “worked” just what is embraced 
in the jurisdiction find included in the activity of the church- 
combine. WMEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.3 

1. All of the territory. MEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.4 


2. All of the people—“every voter” and “every individual in the entire 
community." WEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.5 


3. All of these voters and individuals to be known “as accurately” as 
is the very church-membership itself; and every voter to be 
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“tirelessly” worked for the “right side." WEDM February 17, 1909, 
page 132.6 


4. Law-enactment.MEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.7 
5. Law-improvement./\MEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.8 
6. Law-enforcement.MEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.9 


7. “All the moral issues of the community.”"\VEDM February 17, 
1909, page 132.10 


8. “All “the real needs of each community, from building roads to 
evangelizing the metropolis.,"\WEDM February 17, 1909, page 
132.11 


9. “Every phase of the life of the entire Commonwealth.”VEDM 
February 17, 1909, page 132.12 


10. “Power over men.”\MEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.13 


Now when the church-combine so fully occupies everything in all of 
that list, then where will there be left any room for the State! Where, 
in fact, will be the State-—The State as a body distinct from the 
church will be gone. As a distinct system of law and government the 
State will have been utterly supplanted, and its machinery will exist 
only as the tool of the church to accomplish by force her arbitrary 
will and to make effective her despotic decrees./|MEDM February 17, 
1909, page 132.14 


Let us look over that list again and see what it really means.WEDM 
February 17, 1909, page 132.15 


The universal monopoly of territory. This is sheer imperialism: as 
verily as was that of Nimrod at the first. Religious or ecclesiastical 
imperialism is strictly Nimrodic and Babylonish, as truly as is civic 
imperialism, and is the worst possible kind of imperialism. And it 
would seem that this had been sufficiently illustrated in the papacy 
to be a warning to all people for all time. EDM February 17, 1909, 
page 132.16 
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The truth is that no church can ever rightly have anything to do with 
territory, nor with territorial bounds, nor with territorial jurisdiction. 
The church has to do only with souls. And no church can ever have 
any jurisdiction of souls, any more than of territory. The church is 
never sovereign nor lord of anything or anybody; but is only the 
servant of everybody.MEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.17 


Likewise the church can never of right have anything to do with law; 
neither law-enactment, nor law-improvement, nor yet with law- 
enforcement, in any way nor to any extent whatever, whether Divine 
law or human law; but only with the gospel; and in that, only with 
preaching the gospel, never with enforcing it. MEDM February 17, 
1909, page 132.18 


Likewise no church can ever of right have to do with building streets 
or side-walks or roads or bridges or towns. No minister of the 
gospel was ever commissioned by Christ to plan or superintend the 
building of streets, or sidewalks, or roads or bridges, or towns; nor 
to mold and swing votes in the electing of town or city governments; 
but only to preach the gospel. Think of Paul planning and 
superintending the building of roads, bridges, and towns; and 
manipulating town-elections!W/EDM February 17, 1909, page 
132.19 


No minister of the gospel was ever commissioned to turn any state 
or nation of this world into a “kingdom of God”; but only to preach 
the gospel of the kingdom of God, and so to have men delivered 
from the darkness and the bondage of sin of this world, and 
translated into the light and glorious liberty of the kingdom of God 
as that kingdom is in the realm of God. The kingdom of God “is not 
of this world." WEDM February 17, 1909, page 132.20 


And when the whole Federation church-combine; as in her own list 
thus indicated, in order to acquire and exercise “power over men,” 
shall be actively engaged over every foot of the territory of the 
United States, inquiring into the standing of every individual to know 
how he stands on all moral issues, to know how he will vote on all 
questions of this assumed ecclesiastical jurisdiction, and to pry into 
every phase of life of the entire commonwealth, then what can that 
be but simply a federated system of universal, inexcusable, and 
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pernicious meddling, that will differ from the very Inquisition itself 
only in degree, and not in spirit nor in kind. The centralized head of 
this Federation can then say of this nation as did Boniface VIII of 
the King of France, “I know all the secrets of his kingdom.”WEDM 
February 17, 1909, page 132.21 


Indeed, there never was a closer likeness to the papacy than is this 
thing in every feature. The program here defined in their own words, 
and the plan which is to be “worked” so universally and so 
intricately, is, in spirit, in purpose, and in every detail, identically that 
of the Church Federation of the fourth century in the Roman empire. 
This can be illustrated by the citation of only a single paragraph 
from the history of that original scheme of Church Federation and 
imperialism: WEDM February 17, 1909, page 133.1 


“Religion asserts its authority, and endeavors to extend its influence 
over the whole sphere of moral action, which is, in fact, over the 
whole of human life, its habits, manners, conduct. Christianity, as 
the most profound moral religion, exacted the most complete and 
universal obedience; and, as the acknowledged teachers and 
guardians of Christianity, fhe clergy continued to draw within their 
sphere every part of human life in which man is actuated by moral 
or religious motives. The moral authority, therefore, of the religion, 
and consequently of the clergy, might appear legitimately to extend 
over every transaction of life, from the legislation of the sovereign, 
which ought, in a Christian king, to be guided by Christian motive, to 
the domestic duties of the peasant, which ought to be fulfilled on the 
principle of Christian love.”"\MEDM February 17, 1909, page 133.2 


That passage was written by Dean Milman nearly seventy years 
ago with reference solely to that church-combine and its clergy of 
the fourth century, in its assumption, encroachment, usurpation, 
and domination. It is as closely descriptive of this present church- 
combine and its clergy, as if it had been written only y to-day and 
with reference solely to this movement in our time.\/EDM February 
17, 1909, page 133.3 


In one second article of this series it was remarked that the “unity” 
sought in this Federation is a “unity not for piety, but for power.” In 
these two articles—Ill and |V—it is abundantly shown by their own 
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words, that this is altogether true. Therefore, in view of the vast field 
that is to be so completely occupied, and that is to be so intricately 
and “tirelessly worked, by this Federation of “Protestants,” what an 
awful meaning lies wrapped up in it in the presence of the mighty 
truth that “Unity without piety makes the church a curse to the 
world.” MEDM February 17, 1909, page 133.4 


That system in the fourth century in its “unity without piety” made 
the papacy, and in that the greatest curse that ever befell the world. 
And now here comes this church-federation and ecclesiastical 
imperialism of professed Protestantism in the very likens of that 
which made the papacy. And when this scheme shall have been 
only developed and systematically worked as planned and already 
begun, then what can these two things together do for the world but 
absolutely to sink it?VEDM February 17, 1909, page 133.5 
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February 24, 1909 


“Church Federation—V” The Medical Missionary, 18, 8, pp. 147, 148. 


ATJ 


IN the bad ambition to control by hard and fast monopoly all things 
of heaven and earth, it is but natural to this Church Federation that 
it should assume for the church the sole authority and jurisdiction of 
the two institutions that God in Eden gave to all the race alike— 
marriage and the Sabbath; the one covering the relation of human 
beings to one another, the other the relation of man to God. WEDM 
February 24, 1909, page 147.1 


Marriage was instituted by the Creator in Eden between the one 
original pair of human beings. From that, notwithstanding all the sin 
and wanderings of mankind, this blessed gift has remained with 
every nation, people, tongue, and tribe. MEDM February 24, 1909, 
page 147.2 


But the Church of Rome first, and now this vast Federation of 
professed Protestantism following her, would make marriage solely 
a church-affair; so much so that it must be even “a sacrament” of 
the church. In this Federation Council the report of the Committee 
on “Family Life” which was adopted as the voice of the thirty or 
more Protestant churches, claims it as “in the fullest sense a 
sacrament.” MEDM February 24, 1909, page 147.3 


Now in truth the sacraments of the church—baptism and the Lord’s 
Supper—belong only to those who believe in Jesus, to those who 
are of the church, and can rightly be partaken of only by those who 
are believers in Jesus, and who are thus of the church. But 
marriage belongs to all of the race alike, and not only to those who 
are of the church. Any man and woman of the veriest heathen tribe 
on earth who enter into the marriage relation according to the 
marriage rites of that tribe are as truly married as are any pair who 
enter into that relation through all the vain pomp and display and 
ceremony of “the church.”\MEDM February 24, 1909, page 147.4 


Marriage, belonging to all of the race alike, and not to the church 
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only, is properly in the jurisdiction of the state. The church-combine, 
in insisting that marriage belongs only to her as “a sacrament,” 
usurps the jurisdiction of the state to control it, and the prerogative 
of the state to regulate it. Also insisting that marriage belongs only 
to the church as “a sacrament” of which none but those that belong 
to the church have a right to partake, the church requires that the 
state also have a right to partake, the church requires that the state 
also shall be of the church; and so forces a union of church and 
state in such a manner as that there is no longer the state as such 
in any distinct law of system and government, but the church is 
everything. MEDM February 24, 1909, page 147.5 


This is precisely the course that on this subject was pursued by the 
Church of Rome in the making of the Papacy. And the history 
records that “The first aggression ... which the church made on the 
state, was assuming the cognizance over all questions and causes 
relating to marriage.” And now, this same course is entered upon by 
this new church-combine in the likeness of the papacy. In the report 
of this Federation Council it is declared that “The function of the 
church is threefold: To bear public witness to the fact of the 
marriage; to pronounce the blessing of God on the pair who have of 
their own accord entered upon the holy estate of matrimony 
instituted by God himself; and ever after to guard the sanctity of the 
marriage bond so long as they both shall live. MEDM February 24, 
1909, page 147.6 


This is following in the very steps of Rome. The truth is that neither 
of the first two of these things is in any sense the function of the 
church, and the third, not in the sense here intended. Any two 
persons who are married according to the laws of the state are just 
as truly kind of witness of the church to the fact, as with it. And any 
two persons who enter into the marriage relation according to the 
law of the state can have the blessing of God upon their union just 
as truly and just as much without any pronouncing of that blessing 
upon them by the church, as with the church’s pronouncing it ten 
thousand times. The blessing of the marriage relation is in that 
relation itself, and doesn’t come from the church at all. God's 
blessing is in the marriage relation. He put that blessing there when 
he established the marriage relation; and the blessing of God is 
there for every pair who ever enter into the relationship. And all that 
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those who are married need to do to have that blessing is to 
recognize God in their blessed relationship, and so enjoy the 
blessing that is there for them. And this recognition of God and his 
gracious blessing in the marriage relation, by those who are 
married, is infinitely more of a guard to the sanctity of the marriage 
bond than any guardianship of the church has ever proved to be, or 
ever can prove to be.WEDM February 24, 1909, page 147.7 


For, in truth and in fact, has the church ever in this way bettered 
things in respect of the marriage relation and abuses of it? The 
certain and sober answer must be, Never. Instead, she has always 
made things worse. When she absolutely owned the Roman state, 
and had it fully “Christian” according to her own order, divorces 
were so plenteous that sober history declares that “Men changed 
their wives as quickly as their clothes, and marriage chambers were 
set up as easily as booths in a market."MEDM February 24, 1909, 
page 148.1 


Of course the church officials then complained, as these now 
complain, of “the divorce evil.” But the evil went straight along 
unchecked, simply because that then as now, it was the church- 
members equally with others who indulged the propensity to 
divorce. MEDM February 24, 1909, page 148.2 


And when the Roman State had perished under the very hand of 
the church, and she was left alone to run things as the church 
solely, and she then prohibited the marriage of the clergy, and 
prohibited divorce to all who were married, did even this regime 
better things as to the abuse of the marriage relation?—Not al all; it 
only made things worse; for it simply fixed hard and fast a system in 
which all who were married could do everything but be divorced; 
and the clergy could do everything but be married. And the resulting 
conditions are sufficiently indicated in the two awful but notorious 
facts: (1) that the very palaces of the popes were practically 
brothels, and (2) that sypilis [sic.] became epidemic in 
Europe. MEDM February 24, 1909, page 148.3 


And it all sprang and will ever spring from the fact that the church 
forgets her mission in the world, neglects the work that is hers to 
do, and attempts what can never be hers to do. She neglects the 
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heavenly and blessed work of purifying the fountains of the inner life 
of the individual soul through the presence and power of God; and 
then by edict, proclamation, prohibition, law and force—by all 
outward pressure—seeks to curb the inevitable outward flow from 
the inherent inward corrupt condition. Instead of, by the presence 
and power and purity of God in the inmost soul, saving people from 
sin, she attempts by all means of outward pressure and force, to 
save “the state” from vice and crime. She abandons the individual 
and seeks to save “society” and the mass.VWEDM February 24, 
1909, page 148.4 


This is illustrated by a fact stated in the council in the discussion of 
this subject—a fact stated as a thing to be commended and imitated 
—that a certain bishop had made it an established rule never to visit 
divorced people who are married. What then is that bishop in the 
church for? Yea, what is he in the world for? Is he here thus to 
condemn and persecute sinners, instead of to save sinners? Christ 
came not to condemn, but to save, sinners. And all whom he sends 
are sent to do the same. /WEDM February 24, 1909, page 148.5 


People who have been divorced and have married again, are not 
criminals to be punished; but sinners to be saved. Indeed, they are 
not criminals at all; for by due and regular process of law they have 
been divorced. They are not subject to punishment for crime. And 
whenthis proposed model bishop so deals with them, he 
transcends both the jurisdiction and the power of the state. And 
when he so deals with them he transcends any commission from 
God; for “God sent not his Son into the world to condemn the world, 
but that the world through him might be saved,” and “that 
whosoever believeth in him should not perish but have everlasting 
life." WMEDM February 24, 1909, page 148.6 


All such people need to be saved from the sinfulness that has led 
them into the sins that caused the divorce, instead of being 
punished by professed preachers of the gospel of salvation from 
sin, only because they are sinners of such sort of sins as please not 
the preachers. MEDM February 24, 1909, page 149.1 


No, no, no; instead of the ministry and the church attempting or 
hoping to run everything in society, the state, and the world, let 
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them all with an utter abandon throw themselves upon God in an 
absolute devotion to him in the way of his Spirit and Word, to save 
individuals from sin and purify them unto the good works which God 
has before ordained for us all to walk in.\MEDM February 24, 1909, 
page 149.2 


Thus saving and purifying at the fountain, both the family and the 
home, the ministry and the church will easily do infinitely more for 
society, the state and the world, than they can ever possibly do 
through utmost difficulty in the way which they propose.//EDM 
February 24, 1909, page 149.3 
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March 3, 1909 


“Church Federation—V. The Federation and the Sabbath” The Medical 
Missionary, 18, 9, pp. 167-170. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


IN respect of the Sabbath, the other blessed institution from Eden, 
the Federation of Churches goes astray equally as in respect to 
marriage. The Federation claims that Sunday is the Sabbath; and 
then upon this claims that Sunday as the Sabbath or rest day is a 
church-affair, which indeed is true as regards Sunday, and then the 
Federation wants to compel all who are not of the church to observe 
this day which is of the church. But if it be of the church, none but 
those who are of the church have any right to observe it, or could 
observe it even were they to try. MEDM March 3, 1909, page 167.1 


Yet here the church not only perverts God’s order, but reverses her 
own order as regards marriage. Marriage, as we have seen, being 
properly within the jurisdiction of the State, the church in claiming it 
forces herself over into the realm and jurisdiction of the State. With 
respect to the Sabbath or a day of rest, which never in any sense 
can be within the purview of the State, but pertains only to God, the 
church, in claiming it as hers, drags the State over into her realm to 
do by force of the State the office of the church in securing the 
observance of the church’s day.MEDM March 3, 1909, page 167.2 


But since the Sabbath, or a day of rest, as it is in truth, pertains 
solely to God and the individual, and belongs neither to the church 
nor to the State, the church in seeking to drag the State over into 
her place, seeks in reality to put both herself and the State in the 
place and jurisdiction of God. The Sabbath is “the Sabbath of the 
Lord thy God.” It is the Lord’s day; not the church’s day, nor the 
State’s day. “The Sabbath was made for man;” not for the church, 
nor for the State. Its observance is by the individual, and unto God 
alone; not unto the church nor unto the State. WEDM March 3, 1909, 
page 167.3 
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The Sabbath and its observance lies wholly between the individual 
and God. Its observance is wholly by the individual unto God, and 
this through persuasion in the mind of the individual. And so it is 
written: “One man esteemeth one day above another, another 
esteemeth every day alike. Let every man be fully persuaded in his 
own mind. He that regardeth the day regardeth not the day, to the 
Lord he doth not regard it.” Romans 14:5, 6.MEDM March 3, 1909, 
page 167.4 


This scripture does not say that all days are alike; it only says that 
“one man” or “another, esteemeth every day alike’; and when he 
does this the matter is wholly between him and God, and he is 
responsible only to God for not esteeming one day above another 
as the Lord has ordained. All days are not alike. God has selected, 
and has reserved to Himself, and has distinguished, and set apart, 
this day, from all other days, as His own, and to be devoted to Him. 
This day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God. It is the Lord’s day. 
This day is the seventh, as designated in the Fourth 
Commandments, and in the Scriptures throughout.WEDM March 3, 
1909, page 167.5 


The observance of this day is wholly unto the Lord. Whosoever will 
regard the day regards it unto the Lord, or else there is no regard in 
it. The regard of the day pertains neither to the church nor to the 
State, but to the Lord only; and this by the individual, “one man,” 
and by this one man’s being “fully persuaded in his own mind’—not 
by force of statute, or police, or court, or prosecution of the State; 
not by decree, or canon, or creed, or resolution, or persecution, of 
the church; but only by persuasion in his own mind. MEDM March 3, 
1909, page 167.6 


And the only office of the church in relation to the observance of a 
day is just what her office is with reference to everything else, just 
what her office is in the world; that is, to “persuade men’; to 
persuade men to be reconciled to God; to persuade men to believe 
in Christ and thus to know God; to persuade men to worship God; 
to persuade men to esteem the day which God has established and 
ordained; to persuade men to regard this day unto the Lord and to 
worship Him on that day according as He has ordained. And 
whosoever can not, and will not, be thus “persuaded in his own 
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mind,” then his responsibility is solely to God, and not to the church 
nor to the State in any way or upon any ground or plea 
whatsoever. MMEDM March 3, 1909, page 168.1 


Such is the Scripture ground and truth and teaching, as respects 
the observance of a day. But such is not the ground nor the 
teaching of the Federation of Churches as regards Sunday 
observance. Such is not the ground or the teaching of any single 
church composing the Federation as regards Sunday observance. 
From the beginning of the great apostasy immediately following the 
days of the apostles, when and by which Sunday was substituted 
for the Sabbath, the professed church has claimed governmental 
authority and has required that men shall render to her under force 
of her authority, that which is to be, and which can be, rendered 
only to God by persuasion and conviction from God in the mind of 
the individual.\MEDM March 3, 1909, page 168.2 


In other words the church in all this time and by his procedure has 
put herself in the place of God, and by force of compact, creed, 
canon, and persecution, has required that men shall render to her 
what is due to God alone personally and direct from the individual in 
faith and conscience. And when the authority and force which thus 
she could muster proved insufficient, then she would seize upon the 
power and force of the State to make her will effective. And this 
Federation of Churches now, in this matter of the observance of a 
day, as in other things, is following strictly in, the steps of the 
original great apostasy./MEDM March 3, 1909, page 168.3 


In the report on “Sunday Observance” that was made and adopted 
in the Council, the Federation of Churches recognized in principle 
that the observance of a day is due to the Lord. For it said “we are 
first to remember that the proper observance of the Lord’s day is an 
obligation we owe to the Lord.” And yet instead of leaving people to 
observe the day to the Lord, this same Council advocates force and 
legislation by the State to compel people to observe the day to the 
State; or the rather thus to compel people by the State to observe 
the day unto the church, according to the will and direction of the 
church which she will have to dominate in and through the State. 
And thus after the example of the original great apostasy this 
Federation of Churches as the one united church, with herself in the 
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seat of sovereignty, puts both the State and herself in the place of 
God to the people. MEDM March 3, 1909, page 168.4 


And to put herself in the place of God seems so natural to the 
Federation that, as indicated in the first article of this series, she 
seems totally oblivious of all thought of incongruity in it. For in the 
report on “Sunday Observance” the Federation sets forth this 
supremely arrogant statement:\MEDM March 3, 1909, page 168.5 


“We have no objection to reading the commandment: “Remember 
that you keep holy one day in seven. Consecrate this day unto the 
Lord as the Lord’s. Let it be unlike other days. Sanctify it.W/EDM 
March 3, 1909, page 168.6 


The Federation has “no objection to reading” the Fourth 
Commandment like that! Well, suppose that the Federation does 
“have no objection” to this; is that final? Does that settle the 
question for all time, and for all people, and in places in heaven and 
earth? Upon what ground can this Federation assume that because 
she has “no objection” to the reading of the Fourth Commandment 
in this astonishing way, it must necessarily follow that the Author of 
the Commandment, the Creator of heaven and earth, could have no 
objection to it? Upon what ground indeed, other than the over 
topping assumption that to this Federation there belongs authority 
to revise, to change, to set aside, the commandment and law of 
God; as she wills; and that because she has no objection to this, 
the Author of the Commandment, and the Fountain of law, can 
likewise and of necessity have no objection! WEDM March 3, 1909, 
page 168.7 


But this is all a grievous mistake; yes, an egregious, blundering, 
and sinful assumption. The Lord himself, the Author of this 
Commandment, and the Fountain of law, in His word has given His 
estimate of the church-combine which first assumed the prerogative 
and the authority to change His law, and thus to exalt herself above 
Him. And in this estimate He has used such expressions as “the 
man of sin,” “the son of perdition,” “the mystery of iniquity,” “who 
opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called God, or that is 
worshiped; so that he as God sitteth in the temple of God, showing 
himself that he is God”; speaking “great words against the most 
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high,” and “wearing out the saints of the most high, and thinking to 
change times and the law” of the most high. 2 Thessalonians 2:3, 4; 
Daniel 7:25, R. VMEDM March 3, 1909, page 170.1 


That is the estimate which God has put forever upon the church- 
combine that first assumed to deal so arrogantly with this same 
Commandment of His law. And upon what ground can it be 
supposed that He has changed His mind, or will change His 
estimate, relative to this new church-combine which has assumed 
precisely the same prerogative and authority in relation precisely to 
the same point of His holy law?/MEDM March 3, 1909, page 170.2 


Therefore, while this Federation may indeed “have no objection” to 
reading in this utterly false way that Commandment of the Law of 
God, yet it must ever be true that all those who will recognize God 
as God; and will respect Him in His place as God and his law as the 
law of God—that all these will most decidedly object to this 
Federation reading of the Commandment of God, or any other 
reading of it, that differs “one jot or one tittle” from the reading of 
that law precisely as worded by the voice of the Lord from heaven 
and twice written with his own blazing finger on tables of 
stone. MEDM March 3, 1909, page 170.3 


In addition to all this, error and blundering assumption of that 
statement of the Federated Council of Churches, it is worth noting 
that it is not true even as a statement the Federation. The 
Federation has officially said, “We have no objection to the reading 
of the Commandment: ‘Remember that you keep holy me day in the 
seven.” But that statement is not true. The Federation does 
decidedly object, and in the proceedings of this council itself, it is 
demonstrated that she does decidedly object, to any such reading 
of that Commandment with reference to any other “one-seventh of 
our time,” or “one day in seven” than that particular “one-seventh of 
our time” or “one day in seven” that is marked by the specific 
limitations of Sunday. WEDM March 3, 1909, page 170.4 


This is demonstrated in the official proceedings of the late council 
itself. For when the report of which that statement is a part was 
under discussion, the following resolution was offered by a member 
of that council:\MEDM March 3, 1909, page 170.5 
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“It is not our intention that anything shall be done to interfere with 
the convictions of those brethren represented with us in this council 
who conscientiously observe the seventh instead of the first day of 
the week as a day for rest and worship."WEDM March 3, 1909, 
page 170.6 


That resolution was offered by a member of the council who does 
not observe the seventh day as the Sabbath. As shown on its face, 
it was presented in behalf of those who do observe the seventh day 
as the Sabbath. And note the restriction: it relates only to “those 
brethren represented with us in this council, who conscientiously 
observe the seventh” day. In this the resolution pertains specifically 
to the Seventh-day Baptists. For the Seventh-day Baptist church is 
the only church in the Federation whose members observe the 
seventh day. VEDM March 3, 1909, page 170.7 


Instantly upon the presentation of the resolution there was 
manifested the most energetic protest and the most decided 
opposition, and from the most members, that was manifested on 
any or all of the questions or propositions that arose in the council 
from beginning to end. One exclaimed, “I trust that the resolution as 
proposed be not accepted.” Another, emphatically, “Il hope that this 
resolution will be voted down.” Others, “It will not pass.” The 
gentleman who had offered the resolution got the floor and 
said: MEDM March 3, 1909, page 170.8 


“| hope that this resolution as presented will pass. Let us remember 
that the brethren of the Seventh-day Baptist denomination are 
members of this council as are any other body. If we are going to 
observe brotherhood and Christian love, we are not going to clash 
because of the religious and conscientious conviction of brethren 
associated with us in this Council of Churches. These brethren (I do 
not myself sympathize with them in their belief) but | do respect 
their convictions. | do respect them for the fact that they are willing 
to sacrifice. | respect them for their willingness to stand firm and 
true to what they believe. While | fully sympathize with the spirit of 
the resolution already submitted (by the council), it does seem to 
me that we ought never in this council of churches to adopt such 
statement as shall even seem to conflict, without due explanation; 
and | fully believe that our brethren are equally united in this. MEDM 
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March 3, 1909, page 170.1 


“This Federation of Churches shall be more and more 
acknowledged through-out the churches, and it is absolutely 
necessary that we be thoroughly fair with one another, that we be 
thoroughly brotherly with each other in all our relations. MEDM 
March 3, 1909, page 170.2 


“| believe that God looks smilingly upon this desire to be absolutely 
fair and just and brotherly to all represented in this Federation of 
Churches. | earnestly hope that this resolution will pass.”/EDM 
March 3, 1909, page 170.3 


In addition to this, one of the regular Seventh-day Baptist delegates 
in the council expressed their evangelical faith, and their unity of 
purpose with the purpose of the council, and pleaded that there 
might be a practical manifestation of that “religious liberty” which 
had been proclaimed from the platform of the council. But pleas for 
the adoption of the resolution, pleas for fair and just and brotherly 
dealing, pleas for the practical recognition of the “religious liberty” 
that had been proclaimed, were all of no avail. The resolution 
disavowing “intention” to “interfere with the convictions of those ... 
who conscientiously observe the seventh instead of the first day of 
the week as a day for rest and worship,” was overwhelmingly 
rejected with loud and vigorous “No-o-o-o!!”"\MEDM March 3, 1909, 
page 170.4 


By the decided action and the official record of the Federated 
Council of Churches, therefore, it is made perfectly plain and 
emphatic that the Council’s statement that they “have no objection” 
to their own proposed reading of the Commandment, “that you keep 
holy one day in seven” is not true,—except as that “one day in 
seven” is and shall be Sunday. It is thus demonstrated that the 
Federated Council of Churches will not allow anybody but 
themselves to read the Commandment the way that they have said; 
and that they themselves will read it that way only with reference 
strictly and specifically to Sunday.WEDM March 3, 1909, page 
170.5 


And by the whole record as made by the council itself, it is 
demonstrated that the Federal Council of Churches not only 
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assumes place and prerogative and authority to revise and to 
change the law of the Most High, according to her own perverse 
will, but that she also denies the propriety and the right of any to 
observe that law as the Most High himself has spoken and written 
and commanded it. And than in this, how could she more fully show 
her spirit of independence of God?MEDM March 3, 1909, page 
170.6 
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March 10, 1909 


“Church Federation—VIl. The Federation and Sunday Legislation” The 
Medical Missionary, 18, 10, pp. 181-187. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


WE have seen how that the Federal Council of Churches has 
committed herself to the observance of Sunday, and to the 
exclusion of the observance of the Seventh-day, as the meaning of 
the Fourth Commandment.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 181.1 


The Council also committed herself specifically to “legislation” in 
behalf of Sunday observance. By resolution the Council declared 
—MEDM March 10, 1909, page 181.2 


“That all encroachments upon the claims and sanctities of the 
Lord’s Day should be stoutly resisted through the press, the Lord’s 
Day associations and abloom, and by such legislation as may be 
secured to protect and preserve this bulwark of our American 
christianity. WWEDM March 10, 1909, page 181.3 


In this connection, therefore, it will be strictly pertinent to present a 
speech on the Sunday legislation that was before the late 
Congress, which legislation, as in the particular bill that was passed 
by the Senate and that was before the House for passage, had the 
approval of the Church Federation. This speech was made before 
the House Committee, District of Columbia, on February 15, 1909, 
and was stenographically reported.WEDM March 10, 1909, page 
181.4 


That the said legislation failed to pass the House and thus to 
become a law of the United States, does not in any wise lessen the 
pertinency or the importance of what was presented in this speech. 
For the Church Federation is still here and is determined upon 
Sunday legislation. And though that legislation failed to he made 
effective by the Congress which expired March 4, 1909, it is just as 
certain that the like legislation will be revived in the next Congress, 
as that Congress shall meet in regular session the first Monday of 
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December, 1909. The speech follows:\WEDIM March 10, 1909, page 
181.5 


Mr. K. C. RUSSELL: We next call upon A. T. Jones, of Michigan, 
who represents himself, and speaks on the point of 
individuality. MEDM March 10, 1909, page 182.1 


Remarks of A. T. Jones 


Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: | speak not only in 
behalf of myself, but of a vast multitude of other people in the 
United States, who claim the right as individuals to be religious or 
not upon their own personal and _ individual choice, without 
belonging to any religious combination, without being legislated into 
it by Congress, and without being members of any religious society 
as this bill proposes that they shall be. We hold this as both a divine 
and a constitutional right; the right of individuality in religion, and as 
relates to religion and religious rites or observances./MEDM March 
10, 1909, page 182.2 


First, | shall present the facts that demonstrate—l mean 
demonstrate, not simply to prove, but demonstrate—because all the 
history, all the literature and all the evidence, on the subject is on 
that one side of the question—that Sunday legislation is religions 
legislation and nothing else, and never can be anything else, 
whatsoever other plea may be made in behalf of it. MEDIM March 
10, 1909, page 182.3 


About three minutes of a sketch will give you the history of the 
whole subject from the beginning until now. MEDM March 10, 1909, 
page 182.4 


The first Sunday legislation was in 314, by Constantine, at the 
demand of the church-combine, exactly as is this now; and the 
object of it, in the words of those who caused it and obtained it, is 
given by the church historian of the time in these words:\WEDM 
March 10, 1909, page 182.5 


“Constantine enjoined the observance of the day termed the Lord’s 
day and commanded that no judicial or other business should be 
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transacted on those days, but that God should be served with 
prayers and supplications.”\MEDM March 10, 1909, page 182.6 


That fixes it, that the object of the first Sunday legislation over in the 
world was religious, and religious solely: EDM March 10, 1909, 
page 182.7 


The next step was in 321, and the object of that, as the former, was 
religious solely. Eusebius, the eulogist of Constantine, who helped 
to put through the legislation, defines it thus: MEDM March 10, 
1909, page 182.8 


“He [Constantine] commanded that one day should be regarded as 
a special occasion for religious worship.".\WEDM March 10, 1909, 
page 182.9 


Also he says: MEDM March 10, 1909, page 182.10 


“Who else has commanded the nations inhabiting the continents 
and islands of this mighty globe to assemble weekly on the Lord’s 
day and to observe it as a festival, not indeed for the pampering of 
the body [nothing physical about it, nothing civil about it], NOT for 
the pampering of the body, but for the comfort and invigoration of 
the soul by instruction in divine truth.”"\/EDM March 10, 1909, page 
182.11 


That fixes that second step in Sunday legislation as religious 
exclusively. MEDM March 10, 1909, page 182.12 


Constantine himself gives us the meaning, and what his intent was, 
in the legislation when he established it, in the fact that he wrote a 
prayer and had it to be recited every Sunday by the troops of the 
empire paraded for the purpose. That prayer, which was repeated 
in concert at a given signal, runs thus:\MEDM March 10, 1909, page 
182.13 


“We acknowledge Thee the only God; we own Thee as our King 
and implore Thy succor: By Thy favor have we gotten the victory; 
through Thee are we mightier than our enemies. We render thanks 
for Thy past benefits and trust Thee for future blessings. Together 
we pray to Thee and beseech Thee long to preserve to us, safe and 
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triumphant, our Emperor Constantine and his pious sons.”/EDM 
March 10, 1909, page 182.14 


And when he and his “pious sons” had obtained all the power of the 
whole empire, then these same ecclesiastics proclaimed that the 
kingdom of God come, and that “the saints of the Most High” had 
taken the kingdom.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 182.15 


The third step was when Theodosius enacted a law, by which the 
scope of the legislation was made universal, and “civil transactions 
of every kind on Sunday were strictly forbidden.” And the penalty 
shows the thought of the legislation; for “whoever transgressed was 
to be; considered in fact, as guilty of sacrilege.” Sacrilege is 
religious offense only and not in any sense a civil offense.\MEDM 
March 10, 1909, page 182.16 


That system of legislates including this very Sunday legislation 
covered all the Middle Ages, and down to the time of the 
Reformation. Sunday legislation thus came, into England legislation 
only. And there it has never been claimed as anything else than 
religious. In Blackstone it is clearly recognized as religious; and as 
an essential of the church-and-State system of England. When 
England was separated from the Roman system by Henry the 
Eighth, the Roman Sunday legislation continued unchanged as the 
Sunday legislation of the English system which was only the 
Romish system continued with the only change that the King took 
the place of the Pope. Then, England’s laws and government were 
extended to this continent in the Colonies here. And thus England’s 
Sunday laws were the original Sunday law of the Colonies here. 
Thus the Sunday legislation of England extended to the Colonies, 
was the Sunday legislation of the Roman system, retained by 
England in its full original, religious character.\MEDM March 10, 
1909, page 182.17 


The Colonies greatly added to the original Sunday laws extended 
from England. And nobody will say that the Sunday legislation of 
the Colonies was anything else than absolutely and exclusively 
religious. Then the Colonies, all in a day, became so many States. 
And without any change whatever the Sunday laws of the suddenly 
become Sates, and were as exclusively religious laws as State 
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laws, as, the day before, they were religious laws of the Colonies. 
And thus the Sunday legislation of the original twelve of the thirteen 
States—for Rhode Island did not have any—was the exclusively 
religious legislation of the Colonies, which was the exclusively 
religious Sunday legislation of England, which was the exclusively 
religious Sunday legislation of Rome, descended without any break 
whatever in any way.|VMEDM March 10, 1909, page 183.1 


Now all the Sunday legislation of the other States since the original 
thirteen has been copied from that exclusively religious Sunday 
legislation of the original twelve, which was wholly that of the 
Colonies, which was that of England, which was that of Rome. And 
from the first of it in Rome to the last of it in the latest States, that 
same original religious character abides in it.MEDM March 10, 
1909, page 183.2 


All this demonstrates that Sunday legislation, from the beginning 
until now, is essentially and only religious. And whatever other 
reason may be read into it, or whatever other plea may be attached 
to it, this does not, and never can, take away from it that essentially 
religious character. Therefore any Sunday legislation by Congress, 
no matter for what reason pleaded, is unconstitutional by reason of 
the essentially religious character that attaches to it, and that can 
never be separated from it. MEDM March 10, 1909, page 183.3 


This Sunday legislation which we are discussing to-day is the same 
thing, revamped, and brought to the national government for 
adoption as national law; because the church-combine, now, and, 
as ever, since the days of Constantine, can not be at rest unless 
they can compel everybody to be religious as the church dictates. 
And this is now brought to the national government to have the 
national government give this added sanction to all the Sunday 
legislation of all the States.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 183.4 


The fact has been noted in one of the speeches already made that 
the preamble to the Constitution says that one of the objects of the 
establishment of the National Constitution is to “insure domestic 
tranquillity.” But, gentleman, as surely as this legislation shall pass, 
there will be everything else than domestic tranquillity; not only in 
the District of Columbia, but all over this broad land.\MEDM March 
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10, 1909, page 183.5 


Only a few weeks ago | finished a journey of ten thousand miles 
between the two oceans, speaking on this subject, and discussing 
these questions; and all over the land | found that the church- 
combine is waiting for this legislation, that when the nation shall 
thus put its endorsement upon Sunday legislation, then the Church 
Federation, the “Lord’s Day Alliance” and all the other religious 
combines will take that endorsement and make the thing sweeping 
and oppressive all over this land, by the rigid enforcement of the 
Sunday laws that they already have in all the States, and intensify 
them all the more. WEDM March 10, 1909, page 183.6 


And to show you what the disposition is of at least some of those 
who are en- gaged in this, | will cite an instance. An ecclesiastic in 
the city of Denver, in one of their conventions, mentioned it as one 
of the great reasons why Sunday is not now satisfactorily observed 
in the States, that the national government by its influence, through 
having no Sunday legislation, is against it. But if the national 
government can be brought to Sunday legislation, and so to put its 
endorsement upon it, then we can make effective the Sunday laws 
in the States. And he went on to say that the Sunday never would 
be observed fully and strictly enough, until the penalties for Sunday 
work should be increased to “fines of fifteen hundred to two 
thousand dollars and imprisonment for a year and a half to two 
years,” upon everybody who does any work on Sunday. That is 
what this bill means./EDM March 10, 1909, page 183.7 


This bill itself shows that it is religions; and here | come to the 
particular point upon which | wish to dwell in my remarks, and that 
is the right of the individual. The bill itself shows that it is religious 
legislation, in that it requires specifically that all who would observe 
any other day than Sunday must be “members of a religious 
society” that observes such day. The gentlemen of this committee 
need not to be told that the legislative power can not do indirectly 
what it is forbidden to do directly. It is safe to say that the most ultra 
of these ecclesiastics who want this legislation would say that the 
Congress would have no right to enact a law positively and directly 
requiring any person to be a member of a religious society. Can any 
member of this committee think for a moment that Congress could 
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enact a law, reading: “Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives in Congress assembled, That all persons who 
would observe another day than, Sunday must and shall be 
‘members of a religions society’?”. Surely the most ultra of the 
ecclesiastics who demand this legislation would say that such a law 
would be clearly forbidden under the Constitution. Yet this bill does 
require, indirectly, exactly that thing that you have no possible right 
to do directly. For it does say specifically: WEDM March 10, 1909, 
page 184.1 


“Provided, That persons who are members of a religious society 
who observe as a Sabbath any other day in the week than Sunday, 
shall not be liable to the penalties prescribed in this act if they 
observe as a Sabbath one day in each seven, as_ herein 
provided."MMEDM March 10, 1909, page 184.2 


Has Congress ever a right to say that anybody shall be “a member 
of a religions society” by direct legislation,—Certainly not. Therefore 
this is bill requires that the Congress shall do indirectly what it can 
not possibly do directly under the Constitution, and consequently it 
is just as completely forbidden. WEDM March 10, 1909, page 184.3 


Again: This requires that whoever will observe any other day than 
the Sunday shall belong to “a religious society.” What, then, will be 
a religious society within the meaning of the law?—The courts will 
have to decide, the State will have to say, |, as an observer of 
another day, must be a “member of a religious society’ that is 
approved by the State, in order to be free from the observance of 
Sunday, which | do not observe, and will not observe.MEDM March 
10, 1909, page 184.4 


But by the Constitution of the United States, and by the divine 
religion, which is Christianity, every individual has a divine right, and 
also the constitutional right, to be religions without belonging to any 
combination or society in any way whatever. He can be religions by 
belonging to God who has created him, and to Jesus Christ who 
has redeemed, and by being a member of “the church of the 
firstborn which are written in heaven;” and he can be all this simply 
as an individual before God, without any reference to any society or 
denomination, or other religious combine of any kind whatever, 
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anywhere on earth.WEDM March 10, 1909, page 184.5 


This bill, then, plainly requires of all people that they must either 
observe Sunday or else be “members of a religious society” which 
the State approves, that observes another day. This legislation, 
therefore, leaves no place whatever for the individual relation to 
God, or, for the individual choice of service to God, as to the 
observance of a day. Under this bill all the religion that any one is 
allowed to have as to the observance of a day must be derived from 
the sanction and the authority of the State. But who- soever get his 
religion from the sanction of the State does not have any religion 
that is worth having. All true religion comes from God alone, and 
directly, by divine grace, through the faith of Christ, to the individual 
upon his own personal choice and lies solely between the individual 
and God.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 184.6 


This is the vital principle of Christianity. And it is the principle of the 
Constitution of the United States. And to put beyond all question the 
fact that it is the vital principle of the National Constitution, | present 
the words of Bancroft, the historian of the Constitution. In his 
remarks upon the Constitution as made, he says: MEDM March 10, 
1909, page 185.1 


“The Constitution establishes nothing that interferes with 
individuality.... It leaves the individual alongside of the 
individual." WEDM March 10, 1909, page 185.2 


This bill sweeps away individuality. No man can be religious except 
as the State provides, and he must be religions on Sunday or else 
belong to a religious society of which the State approves, that 
observes another day than Sunday.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 
185.3 


Again | quote from Bancroft: MEDM March 10, 1909, page 185.4 
“The rule of individuality was extended as never before [by the 
Constitution of the United States]. Religion was become avowedly 
the attribute of man and not of a corporation.”"\WEDM March 10, 
1909, page 185.5 


This bill makes religion the attribute of a corporation, and of a 
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corporation only. By this bill a man must either observe Sunday as 
dictated by the State, from the church; or else by edict of the State 
he must be a “member of a religious society.” And thus this bill 
makes religion avowedly the attribute of a corporation,—either the 
State, a civil corporation; or the church, a religious corporation. And 
therefore it does absolutely sweep away this right recognized and 
guarded by the Constitution, the right of individuality in religion as 
being avowedly the attribute of man, the individual, and not of a 
corporation.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 185.6 


To what source is traced this American constitutional right of 
individuality in religion?—Bancroft still: MEDM March 10, 1909, page 
185.7 


“No one thought of vindicating liberty of religion for the conscience 
of the individual till a voice in Judea.... commanded to render ‘unto 
Cesar the things which are Cesar’s, and unto God the things that 
are God's.” MEDM March 10, 1909, page 185.8 


Therefore—MEDM March 10, 1909, page 185.9 


“Vindicating the right of individuality even in religion, and in religion 
above all, the new Nation [this blessed American Nation] dared to 
set the example of accepting in its relations to God the principle first 
divinely ordained of God in Judea."WEDM March 10, 1909, page 
185.10 


This right of individuality in religion is traced, then, directly to the 
Author of Christianity. This bill, then, in sweeping away individuality 
in religion, is clearly both unconstitutional and anti-Christian. VEDM 
March 10, 1909, page 185.11 


Then to crown it all, Mr. Bancroft remarks upon the “perfect 
individuality extending to religion” under the Constitution of the 
United States. MEDM March 10, 1909, page 185.12 


This legislation, then, seeks to drag the power of the State, not over 
into the realm of the church, but into the realm of God, and causes 
the State to take the place of God to the people in religion /MEDM 
March 10, 1909, page 185.13 
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But the Scripture tells us that: “One man esteemeth one day above 
another; another man esteemeth every day alike. Let every man be 
fully persuaded in his own mind.” That does not say that every day 
is alike; but it does recognize the right of one man to esteem all 
days alike so far as concerns either the State or the church, or 
anybody else than God.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 185.14 


As to the observance of a day, “every man’—the individual—is to 
be “persuaded in his own mind.” And that persuasion—mark it—into 
be IN HIS OWN MIND,—not by Congress, nor by courts, nor police 
nor prosecution, nor persecution; but solely by persuasion in his 
own mind. And that establishes the scriptural, the divine foundation 
of individuality in the observance of a day. It tells to everybody in 
the world that the observance of a day lies between the individual 
and God. And when even the church puts itself in between the 
individual and God, the church is out of her place; much more does 
the State get out of her place when she steps in between the 
individual and God, and endeavors to tell him that he shall observe 
a day, and how he shall observe it. MEDM March 10, 1909, page 
185.15 


The observance of a day lies between the individual and God 
alone. MEDM March 10, 1909, page 186.1 


For the Scripture contains: “He that regardeth the day, regardeth it 
unto the Lord; and he that regardeth not the day, to the Lord, he 
doth not regard it.” It is God who has selected, distinguished, and 
set apart, the day that is to be observed as a rest day. The 
observance of the day pertains therefore to God, and lies only 
between God and the individual in faith and conscience. Therefore 
any observance of the Sabbath or of a rest day enforced by law, by 
statute, by police, by court, by prosecution, or by persecution, is, in 
the first instance, a direct invasion of the province of God and of the 
realm of faith and conscience in the individual; and in the second 
instance, is not even the observance of the day, and never can be, 
because it is not of persuasion in the mind. And when any man is 
not fully persuaded in his own mind, and therefore does not observe 
the day to the Lord, his responsibility for this is to God alone, and 
not to any man, nor to any set of men, nor to any law, or 
government, or power on earth.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 186.2 
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Gentlemen of the Committee, the conclusion of the whole matter, 
the sum of all that can be said, is that this legislation would doubly 
revolutionize this whole Nation. First, in that, being essentially 
religious, it commits the Nation to the old order of things: the 
governmental domination of religion and in religion. Secondly, in 
that all right of individuality in religion, it sweeps away absolutely 
and forevermore. And in this double revolutionizing of things here, it 
is doubly unconstitutional and doubly anti-Christian.VMEDM March 
10, 1909, page 186.3 


THE CHAIRMAN: Is there some one here who desires to be hearc 
in behalf of the Jewish people? | understood there was some 
one.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 186.4 


There being no response, Mr. A. T. Jones requested the privilege of 
speaking. WEDM March 10, 1909, page 186.5 


A. T. JONES: The gentleman [Mr. Jackson] made a challenge for 
anybody to present a federal decision against Sunday legislation. 
That challenge is easily and safely made. There is no federal 
decision, simply because there has never been any federal law on 
the subject. Without any federal law upon which an issue could be 
made, it is impossible to have a federal decision. MEDM March 10, 
1909, page 186.6 


Therefore, his whole argument, all that he has presented here from 
the Supreme Court of the United States, is utterly irrelevant in this 
case; because that which he cited pertains solely to State cases 
and to issues of law in the States. It is true that the Supreme Court 
of the United States has repeatedly recognised the Sunday laws of 
the States as being properly within the police powers of the States. 
But, | repeat, the Supreme Court of the United States has never 
touched this question as a national or federal question, for the 
simple reason that there has never yet been any national or federal 
law on the subject. And it is only fair to state that the logic of the 
decisions of the Supreme Court on this question in the States would 
confine it within the police power of the States, and would exclude it 
from federal cognizance.WEDM March 10, 1909, page 186.7 


Therefore, | repeat, the gentleman’s whole argument as based on 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, is wholly 
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irrelevant here. MEDM March 10, 1909, page 186.8 


Yet let this law which we are to-day discussing, be enacted, and 
then, having a statute enacted by federal authority, there will follow 
a federal decision. But there being, so far, no federal law, and 
therefore no federal decision, in lieu of that, here is a legal authority 
that should be satisfactory to the legal profession. It is Cooley’s 
“Constitutional Limitations, Chap. 13, par. 1-9:;VEDM March 10, 
1909, page 186.9 


“The legislators have not been left at liberty to effect a union of 
Church and State, or to establish, preferences by law in favor of any 
religious persuasion or mode of worship. There is not complete 
religious liberty where any one sect is favored by the State and 
given advantage by law over other sects.\MEDM March 10, 1909, 
page 186.10 


“Whatever establishes a distinction against one class or sect to the 
extent to which the distinction operates unfavorably, a persecution; 
and if based on religions grounds, a religious persecution. The 
extent of the discrimination is not material to the principle; it is 
enough that it creates an inequality of right or privilege.”".WEDM 
March 10, 1909, page 186.11 


And all of that is just what this bill and what it does.MEDM March 
10, 1909, page 187.1 


M. E. HILTON JACKSON: The gentleman who replied concerninc 
the federal decision did not seem to understand the matter properly. 
The Constitution of the United States provides, among other things, 
that no law shall be passed respecting the establishment of religion 
or the free exercise thereof. Now, if the State passes such a law, it 
is as much a violation of the Constitution of the United States as 
though the nation passed such a law, and it is possible for every 
one of these State laws to come under the review of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as did the Minnesota law; and as far as 
any State law is concerned, under the principle laid down in regard 
to the Constitution of the United States, it becomes a federal 
question; and as a federal question it may be reviewed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. It was upon that principle that 
the Minnesota law was reviewed, and it was speaking to that 
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principle that Mr. Justice Fuller declared that such law had been 
declared by innumerable decisions of the courts to be 
constitutional. WEDM March 10, 1909, page 187.2 


A T. JONES: Mr. Chairman: It is plain that it is not | who do “not 
understand the matter properly.” The first amendment of the 
Constitution is a prohibition upon Congress only, and not upon any 
State. So far as the first amendment’ goes, any State may establish 
any religion; and may forbid any other than this established religion; 
and may punish or persecute to the death all who refuse to conform 
to that State-established religion. Every State in the Union, exempt 
Rhode Island, at the time of the establishment of the National 
Constitution, had an established religion; and as a matter of fect, 
the first amendment to the Constitution forbidding Congress to 
make any law respecting—not “the” but “an establishment of 
religion,” was for the purpose of preventing Congress from 
interfering with these already State-established religions. WEDM 
March 10, 1909, page 187.3 


Therefore, for the information of the gentleman, | repeat that the 
clause to which he referred, and misquoted, is the first amendment 
to the Constitution, is a prohibition upon Congress alone, and not 
upon any State.MEDM March 10, 1909, page 187.4 


THE CHAIRMAN: We will now have to close the hearing/EDMV 
March 10, 1909, page 187.5 
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March 24, 1909 


“Church Federation—Vill. In International Affairs” The Medical Missionary, 
18, 12, pp. 228, 229. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


FROM the beginning it has been one of the avowed purposes of the 
Federation of Churches to become _ international. And _ its 
international standing and purpose is intended to be only the 
extension internationally of all that it is in its purposes local, State, 
and National. And this we have seen is nothing less than an 
imperialistic monopoly of all things ecclesiastical, civil and 
moral. MEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.1 


In the late council there was a report on “International Relations.” 
Yet this report was not on the international relations of the 
Federation; it was on the international relations of the nations 
themselves. And that this report on the international relations of the 
nations of the world, should be made to this Federal Council of 
churches, by a committee of the Federal Council of Churches; and 
that this report should discuss and advise upon the international 
relations of the nations of the world, for the consideration and action 
of the Federal Council of Churches, plainly shows that the Federal 
Council of Churches has assumed jurisdiction of the international 
relations of the nations of the world, just as, and with the same 
assurance, that she has assumed jurisdiction of all religious work, 
and of all the territory, and of all the people in the territory, and of all 
things civil, and in all things moral, in the United States /VMEDM 
March 24, 1909, page 228.2 


While this report of the committee and the action of the council 
plainly shows that the council assume jurisdiction of the 
international affairs of the nations of the world, the report itself and 
the action of the council dealt particularly with the subject of war, 
and how to cause war to cease and assure to the nations and the 
world the reign of peace. WEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.3 





57 


And not surprisingly, but curiously enough; the report and the 
council soberly proposed to stop war by establishing a, “substitute 
for war.” They said: “If nations are to abolish war, then some 
substitute for war must be found by which States can settle those 
international differences which can not be adjusted through the 
channels of diplomacy.”MEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.4 


It never seemed to occur to a single individual in the council that 
there was anything ridiculous or absurd about the idea or the 
proposition to abolish war by a “substitute for war’; “that while a 
substitute for war would remove actual war one degree, it would not 
in any degree remove the spirit of war; and therefore would remove 
actual war that one degree only for a time, when the’ same old 
abiding spirit of war would sweep away the substitute and all 
kindred contrivances, and plunge into actual war more deeply and 
more desperately than as if no substitute had ever been, 
indulged. MEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.5 


And what is this “substitute for war” through which the churches 
would have the nations to “abolish war’? Here it is, and the one 
only: “There is but one substitute for war, and that is the doctrine of 
arbitration." WEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.6 


But it being perfectly plain both on principle and from experience 
that true arbitration—voluntary and friendly arbitration—could never 
prove a substitute for war, simply because there could be no 
certainty that the nations would voluntarily enter it, the Federation 
Council put its unqualified endorsement on what it called “obligatory 
arbitration." MEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.7 


But “obligatory arbitration” is arbitration only by force and 
compulsion. And force and compulsion “is itself only the spirit and 
essence of war. For to “oblige” in this sense, is “to bind, constrain, 
or compel, by any physical, moral, or legal force or influence.” It is 
especially appropriate that this warlike “substitute for war” should 
have been “originally proposed by Russia.” Undoubtedly Russia is 
the one grand model of all the nations, to originate that “one 
substitute for war.”"MEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.8 


And yet the Federated Council of Churches unanimously fell in with 
that self-contradictory and deceptive thing, and adopted a resolution 
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that “It declares its conviction that war is evil and that Christian 
nations should determine by obligatory arbitration the international 
differences which can not be settled by diplomacy.”MEDM March 
24, 1909, page 228.9 


It is hardly more than to be expected that any view that could 
soberly pronounce any of the nations “Christian” could just as 
readily approve Russia’s originally proposed “obligatory arbitration” 
as the “one substitute for war.” The two conceptions are perfectly 
fitting to each other, and to the whole conception and scheme of 
Church Federation. MEDM March 24, 1909, page 228.10 


All this was by way of the Federation’s expressing its disapproval of 
war. And it very well reveals just the measure of the influence of the 
Church Federation to stop war. That is, just none at all in any true 
or Christian sense. It is all only outward and substitutionary, and 
this wholly by worldly means and human and political contrivance; 
never inward and absolute, through the entire change of heart and 
mind and spirit of individual persons by the gospel and Spirit of 
God.MEDM March 24, 1909, page 229.1 


If the people of the nations, or if even only the men in power in the 
nations, were Christians indeed there could not be any war; for no 
Christians will ever engage in war. But the truth is that the people, 
and the men in power, of the nations, call themselves Christians 
and are recognized by the churches as Christians, when they are 
nothing of the kind in truth. These so-called “Christian nations” and 
people, not being Christians, and being as full of the same old spirit 
of war as any other heathen, will inevitably go to war. Then the 
churches who recognize them as “Christian Nations,” and vast 
numbers of them being members of these churches, the churches 
federated and confederated, find themselves under the necessity of 
doing something to keep these their own church-members from 
engaging in war, and must needs adopt Russia’s “original 
proposition” of warlike “substitute for war."\MEDM March 24, 1909, 
page 229.2 


And thus again we are brought face to face with the fact that this 
grand centralisation of church influence and endeavor is but 
following in the same course, and even in the very steps, of that 
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former one, of the fourth century and onward, that first produced 
“Christian Nations” and so assiduously cultivated them that Europe 
was filled with “Christian Nations” that were so perpetually at war 
that the church must needs come in amongst them with her 
obligatory “truce of God,” which, by the way, answers very well to 
this now Russia-proposed and Church-Federation-promoted, 
“obligatory arbitration.”"\MEDM March 24, 1909, page 229.3 


But none of it was ever of any avail to stop or abolish war. When 
the papacy was at the height of her power and had everything in 
her own hand, Europe was so filled with wars and anarchy by the 
quarrels of the popes, that the heads of the Nations were compelled 
to revolt and force the calling of the Council of Constance expressly 
to “reform the church in its head and members” and so save 
themselves and Europe from the supreme curse of the church- 
combine. MEDM March 24, 1909, page 229.4 


And the character of those “Christian Nations” is sufficiently 
indicated by the fact that in a war brought on by themselves in their 
own open violation of a solemn treaty, under the leadership of the 
papacy, the Sultan of the Turks rode out between the two armies 
arrayed for battle, read aloud the violated treaty, then fastened it on 
the head of a lance and appealed to the “insulted Jesus”; “Oh, Thou 
insulted Jesu! avenge the wrong done under thy good name, and 
show thy power upon thy perjured people.” And he did it 
splendidly. MEDM March 24, 1909, page 229.5 


It is altogether likely that through this “obligatory arbitration” or 
some other such “substitute for war” this Church-Federation 
scheme of to-day will succeed in getting; the so-called Christian 
Nations of to-day into such an attitude of seeming to “learn war no 
more” that the churches can proclaim a universal peace. And then 
the abiding and native spirit of war will suddenly break forth in a 
universal war engulfing the world in sudden and _ mighty 
destruction. MEDM March 24, 1909, page 229.6 


There is no such thing as Christian Nations. There is no such thing 
as a substitute for war..WEDM March 24, 1909, page 229.7 


There are individual Christians, and that is all. And in these 
individual Christians there is annihilated all spirit of war, and in its 
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place there reigns the spirit of Christ which is only the spirit of 
“peace on earth good will to men."\WEDM March 24, 1909, page 
229.8 
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March 31, 1909 


“Church Federation—IX. Federation and the Kingdom of God” The Medical 
Missionary, 18, 13, pp. 249-251. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


THE Church Federation claims to be the kingdom of God. Over and 
over this is stated, and throughout the proceedings it appears. The 
grand object of national, international, and world Federation is not 
only to make of each nation a kingdom of God, but to make of the 
whole world the kingdom of God.MEDM March 31, 1909, page 
249.1 


The Federation therefore emphatically and continuously disavows 
any purpose of wishing or even of allowing the State to establish 
the church or the Federation. Instead of that, the Federation 
declares that the church through the Federation is to establish the 
State. And this church-established State is to be the kingdom of 
God.MEDM March 31, 1909, page 249.2 


And all of this is over again exactly the conception and the 
philosophy of the ambitious design of the church-combine of the 
fourth century in establishing the Roman State and so bringing in 
“the kingdom of God.” But instead of its being the kingdom of God 
in truth, it was always only a kingdom of men, and what is far worse 
than even that—a kingdom of men in the place of God.WEDM 
March 31, 1909, page 249.3 


Kingdoms of men as they relate to men and the affairs of men in 
this world—these have a proper place in the world. They are 
essential for the keeping of order among the violent, and insuring 
safety to those who are civil and peaceable. This is “Cesar” and his 
place, and is recognized by the Lord as being entitled to “honor,” 
“custom” “tribute,” in his place. “Render therefore unto Cesar the 
things which are Cesar’s."\MEDM March 31, 1909, page 249.4 


But for any such thing as a kingdom of men in the place of God 
there is no rightful place anywhere. This is the very sum and 
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summit of all that is contrary to God. Instead of the Lord’s ever 
recognizing this as having any rightful place, or ever telling anybody 
to render anything whatever to this conception of working of things, 
He declares it to be “apostasy,” “the man of sin,” “the mystery of 
iniquity,” “the son of perdition,” “the beast,” “who opposeth and 
exalteth himself above all that is called God or that is worshiped, so 
that he as God sitteth in the temple of God showing himself that he 
is God.” And the Lord declares that all who accept, or give honor to 
any such thing are worshipers of the beast instead of worshipers of 
God.MEDM March 31, 1909, page 249.5 


mb, 


0 6, 


Of course there is no call for this Federation to erect itself into a 
kingdom of men relating only to the affairs and relations of men with 
men. This is understood by all. There is no pretense or profession 
other than that the Federation organization, administration, 
government, is to deal primarily with men and affairs and nations as 
relates to God. It thus distinctly and specifically proposes to stand 
as a kingdom or government of God to men in the place of 
God.MEDM March 31, 1909, page 249.6 


And yet it is preeminently and in all respects a kingdom or 
government of men only. And its whole order and organization is 
modeled wholly upon the order and government of men. In it men 
meet together as the delegates or representatives of other men, or 
organizations of men. These men then appoint committees of men; 
form a “constitution and by-laws”; by resolution, discussion, votes, 
and other forms of legislation, enact other laws; and by 
manipulation, engineering, wire-pulling, nominating, voting, and 
electing, manifest the will and the ways—the politics—of men 
precisely as is done by men in other assemblies of men only. And if 
the will of God, the law of God, or God, finds any place or 
recognition at all in the proceedings, it is so altogether in such a 
subordinate way as to show only so much the more the will of men 
and the laws of men—the kingdom of men—in the place of 
God.MEDM March 31, 1909, page 249.7 


The plan and order of government of the Federation is professedly 
patterned after that of the United States. In the Council this was 
several times mentioned. But like some other things said by the 
Council, it is not true. In this the Federation is flattering itself with a 
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sheer fallacy and is making an utterly false show. For the sake of 
the case as it is and as it is to be, this should be made plain. MEDM 
March 31, 1909, page 249.8 


1. The Federal Government of the United States was originated and 
accomplished not by the Congress of the United States, nor by the 
legislatures of the States, but bythe people the United 
States. MEDM March 31, 1909, page 250.1 


With the originating or the making of the Federal Government of the 
churches of the United States, the people of the churches have 
never had a thing to do. It was the official bodies of the 
denominations, and these not being instructed by the people to do 
so, who sent delegates to the Conference on Federation in New 
York City, Nov. 15-21, 1905. When this conference had decided on 
Federation and had adopted a constitution, what the conference 
had done was ratified by these same official bodies, and not by the 
people nor by any reference to the people. When this had been 
done, these, the delegates to the Federal Council in Philadelphia, 
December 2-9, 1908, were appointed by the official bodies of the 
denominations, without any choice of fhe people, or any reference 
to the people, of the denominations. VEDM March 31, 1909, page 
250.2 


Thus instead of the Federal Government ofthe churches being a 
government of the people of the churches, as the Federal 
Government of the United States is a government of the people of 
the United States, it is a government of a hierarchy only, and is 
hierarchical wholly. And instead of its being patterned after the 
Federal government of the United States, it is totally unlike, and is 
another thing altogether. \MEDM March 31, 1909, page 250.3 


2. The Federal government of the United States is composed of 
legislative, executive, and judicial coequal departments, in which 
the law is supreme. MEDM March 31, 1909, page 250.4 


The government of the Federal council of churches is legislative; 
executive, and judicial, all in one, in which only the will of the 
assembled council or its executive committee is supreme.//EDM 
March 31, 1909, page 250.5 
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.3. In the Federal government of the United States the constitution 
as the supreme law, was framed, not by Congress, nor by the State 
legislatures, but by a convention of commissioners chosen and sent 
by the people. When the constitution had been framed by these 
commissioners of the people, it was then ratified, not by Congress, 
nor by the State legislatures, but by conventions of men chosen and 
instructed by the people. Thus the constitution of the United States 
was, and ever is, the expected will of the people as the supreme 
law binding and guiding the legislative, executive, and judicial 
agencies of the government; and these are all subject to the people, 
and are to be called subject to the people, and are to be called to 
account and corrected by the people, if they disregard the will of the 
people, as expressed in the supreme law, the written will of the 
people. MEDM March 31, 1909, page 250.6 


In the government of the Federal Council of Churches, neither the 
people nor any agencies of the people ever had anything to do with 
the constitution; their condition constitution was framed by 
themselves, to be a “check” upon themselves, and to protect 
themselves from themselves. And in order that it shall be absolutely 
subject to themselves, they make ample provision for amendment 
of it by themselves whenever they choose. |MEDM March 31, 1909, 
page 250.7 


And such a centralized, hierarchical, wilful thing as that they will 
pretend is patterned after the Federal government of the United 
States that is a government of law, of the people, by the people, 
and for the people! It is but a figment of hierarchical imagination, 
and in truth is not patterned after anything in the world—outside of 
the papal system.MEDM March 31, 1909, page 250.8 


But far worse than this, they think of such a thing as that as the 
kingdom of God!! It is not even a sensible kingdom of men. But as a 
kingdom, a government, a rule, of men in the place of God, it is very 
fitting. Under cover of a “constitution” it enables the to assert their 
own will to the utmost limit, and if anybody calls in question their 
self-assertion, to throw upon him the odium of “disregard of 
authority,” “opposed to organization,” “disrespect for the kingdom of 
God,” “rebellion,” “anarchy.”\MEDM March 31, 1909, page 250.9 
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It would seem that if they had any kind of fair idea or just conception 
of the kingdom of God as the kingdom of God, and not of men in 
the place of God, they ought to be able to think that God is King, 
Sovereign, and Governor, and is government and laws, would be 
all-sufficient in His kingdom, without any of the puny and puerile 
“laws,” or senseless “constitutions,” or hierarchical wilful 
“governments” of men; passed off as those of God.MEDM March 
31, 1909, page 250.10 


However, when such a system as that is built up and demand is 
made that it shall be accepted by all the people as the kingdom of 
God, it certainly is high time that upon the part of all the people 
there should be a prayerful and devout study of the kingdom of God 
in truth, as it is revealed in his Word.MEDM March 31, 1909, page 
251.1 


Next week we will study the kingdom of God as it is as the kingdom 
of God. MEDM March 31, 1909, page 251.2 
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April 14, 1909 
“The Kingdom of God” The Medical Missionary, 18, 15, pp. 290-292. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


THE kingdom of God is that realm and dominion, that place and 
order of authority and government, in which God is king.WEDM 
April 14, 1909, page 290.1 


Where God is king the rule, the authority, the power, the law—the 
whole order of things—is his alone; else it is not the kingdom of 
God in truth. In the kingdom of God, God is king of all and in all that 
is there. Where God is king there is no room for any other authority 
or law or order of things. He is not king in a divided kingdom; no 
one can serve two masters. In this it is always God manifest in 
Christ by the Holy Spirit—the Godhead—that is meant//EDM April 
14, 1909, page 290.2 


In the second chapter of Daniel, where in the kingdoms of this world 
men are seen occupying their little place, playing their little part, and 
passing away, it is declared that when the kingdom of God shall 
come all these kingdoms shall be broken to pieces together and 
become as the chaff of the summer threshing-floor, and the wind 
carries them away and “no place” is found for them. This makes it 
plain that where the kingdom of God is there is “no place” for any 
other. VEDM April 14, 1909, page 290.3 


Again it is written, “Then cometh the end, when he (Christ) shall 
have delivered up the kingdom to God, even the Father, when he 
shall have put down all rule and all authority and power.” This 
makes it perfectly plain that where the kingdom of God is, and in the 
presence of the King, all other rule, all other authority and all other 
power is “put down.” And this is so completely true that the 
Scripture continues to the effect that when all things shall thus be 
subdued unto Christ, and all other rule, and all other authority, and 
all other power, shall have been “put down,” “then shall the Son 
also himself be subject” to the Father, “that God may be all in 
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all." WEDM April 14, 1909, page 290.4 


It is therefore perfectly plain and certain that the kingdom of God 
and of Christ is indeed “not of this world,” and is not like any 
kingdom or anything that is of this world or in this world. And in this 
mighty contrast between the kingdom of God, and all kingdoms and 
things that are of this world or in this world—it is there where lies its 
chiefest benefit and highest blessing.\/EDM April 14, 1909, page 
290.5 


In the kingdoms, and unto the limitations of the kings, of this world it 
is impossible for the king to be personally and all the time with each 
person in his kingdom everywhere and all at once. With the kind of 
men that the kings in this world have mostly been, this is a blessed 
good thing for the people. But even if all kings of this world were 
invariably only good and kind and merciful and wise and humble 
and companionable, and so would gladly be with each person 
everywhere and all the time, still it would be impossible because of 
the essential limitations in his being but a man like other men, and 
so confined to just one place at a time./MEDM April 14, 1909, page 
290.6 


But God, the one time King, is nothing like that. He is infinite in all 
relations and in all ways. “Do not | fill heaven and earth? saith the 
Lord.” He can be, and he is, with each one personally throughout 
the whole infinity of his universe, and is personally with each 
individual everywhere, and with all at once, all the time. “Il am with 
you always.” “I will hold thy hand”; “I will uphold thee with the right 
hand of my righteousness”; “I will never leave thee nor forsake 
thee”; “whither shall | go from thy Spirit, or whither shall | flee from 
thy presence? If | ascend into heaven thou art there. If | take the 
wings of the morning and dwell in the uttermost parts of the sea, 
even there shall thy hand lead me, and thy right hand shall hold me. 
If | say, Surely the darkness shall cover me, even the night shall be 
light ahead me. The darkness and the light are both alike to 
thee."MEDM April 14, 1909, page 290.7 


And he is with each one personally everywhere and always, to 
teach him and to lead him in the way of the kingdom, and to show 
him the truth and the principles of the kingdom, so that he can be a 
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true and faithful citizen of the kingdom. “I am the Lord thy God that 
teacheth thee to profit, that leadeth thee in the way that thou 
shouldest go."WEDM April 14, 1909, page 290.8 


“Thou shalt hear a voice behind thee saying, This is the way, walk 
ye in it" WEDM April 14, 1909, page 290.9 


And since he is with each one personally to teach and to guide 
each one personally in the way that he should go, he does not need 
in his kingdom a lot of satraps or petty sub-rulers, as in kingdoms of 
this world. And what does any citizen of the Kingdom need of any 
sub-ruler between him and the King when he has with him all the 
time the very King himself? “The Spirit of the Lord will come upon 
thee.... and thou shalt be turned into another man. And let it be, 
when these signs are come unto thee, that thou do as occasion 
serve thee; for God is with thee.” “The Comforter, which is the Holy 
Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name, he shall teach you 
all things and bring all things to your remembrance whatsoever | 
have said unto you.” “And they shall be all taught of God.” “The 
anointing which ye have received of Him abideth in you, and ye 
need not that any man teach you; but the same anointing teacheth 
you of all things, and is truth, and is no lie."\MEDM April 14, 1909, 
page 291.1 


Again the kingdom of God is unlike the kingdoms of the world, in 
that in it there is never any ambition for power, nor strife for place, 
nor exercise nor assertion of authority, nor exaltation of one over 
another. “There is neither Greek nor Jew, circumcision nor 
uncircumcision, barbarian, Scythian, bond nor free; but Christ is all 
and in all.” He the true and rightful King, is sole Sovereign, Lord, 
Ruler, Leader and Commander, in, over, and with, each one and all 
in the kingdom. And He being first King of Righteousness and after 
that King of Peace, the Kingdom is ever and always, and in and 
with all, only “righteousness and peace and joy in the Holy 
Ghost.”MEDM April 14, 1909, page 291.2 


In the Kingdom of God, on the part of the Governor the principle of 
the government is, Government with the consent of the governed. 
“Choose you this day whom ye will serve.” “Choose life that ye may 
live... He is thy life.” “Whosoever will, let him come.” “Behold | stand 
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at the door and knock, if any man hear my voice and open the door, 
| will come in.” Among all the infinite numbers in the kingdom there 
will never be one there other than with his own consent. When all 
shall be finished pertaining to the kingdom, and “every creature that 
is in heaven, and on the earth, and under the earth, and such as 
are in the sea, and all that are in them” shall be heard saying, 
“Blessing, and honor, and glory, and power, be unto Him that sitteth 
upon the throne and unto the Lamb forever and ever,” among them 
all there can not he found one intelligence who is there without his 
own consent, in the exercise of his own free choice of the faith of 
Christ the rightful king. MEDM April 14, 1909, page 291.3 


In the Kingdom of God, as pertains to the governed the principle of 
the government is, self-government. For when God governs each 
one only upon his own individual choice and consent, and when 
each one does thus choose to govern himself by God and in God, 
this is in the strictest sense self-government. And thus each one 
governing himself, there is no place for any governing or control of 
one by another. And so again all that is of the Kingdom and in the 
Kingdom is only “righteousness, and peace and joy in the Holy 
Ghost.”MEDM April 14, 1909, page 291.4 


The Kingdom of God is a kingdom of Spirit and in the Spirit God is 
King, and “God is Spirit.” And “the things of God knoweth no man, 
but the Spirit of God.” WEDM April 14, 1909, page 291.5 


God is King over all, and with all, and in all, and he is “the Lord, the 
Lord God, merciful and gracious, long-suffering and abundant in 
goodness and truth, keeping mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity 
and transgression and sin.” Such is the Kingdom of God on the part 
of the King who is Spirit. MEDM April 14, 1909, page 291.6 


And “the fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, longsuffering, 
gentleness, goodness, faith, meekness, temperance  (self- 
control)"—the love of God which is the keeping of the 
commandments of God, the joy of the Lord which is your strength, 
the peace of God that passeth all understanding, the longsuffering 
of the Lord that is salvation, the gentleness of God that makes 
great, the goodness of God, the faith of Jesus, the meekness of 
Christ, the self-control by which a man rules his own spirit and is 
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greater than he that taketh a city. Such is the kingdom of God on 
the part of the citizens of the kingdom of the Spirit. MEDIM April 14, 
1909, page 291.7 


Therefore, the kingdom of God being all of the Spirit and in the 
Spirit, and man being of the flesh and in the flesh, “Except a man be 
born again, he can not see the kingdom of God,” but “now we have 
received, not the spirit of the world, but the Spirit of God, that we 
might know the things that are freely given to us of God.”"WEDM 
April 14, 1909, page 292.1 


For though it be forever true that “eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, 
neither have entered into the heart of man, the things which God 
hath prepared for those who love him,” in his kingdom now and 
evermore, yet it is also true that “God hath revealed them to us by 
his Spirit.” And “ye are not in the flesh, but in the Spirit: if so be that 
the Spirit of God dwell in you.”"WEDM April 14, 1909, page 292.2 


“Ask, and ye shall receive.” “Receive ye the Holy Ghost.7VEDM 
April 14, 1909, page 292.3 
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April 21, 1909 


“The Kingdom of God—ll. ‘The Kingdom of God Is within You’” The Medical 
Missionary, 18, 16, pp. 308, 309. 


ATJ 
ALONZO T. JONES 


MAN was created for the glory of God. God was to be manifest in 
him. He was to reflect the image and glory of God. God’s will was to 
be done in him as that will is in Him whose the will is. God was to 
dwell in him, and his whole life and character was to be that of God 
manifest in the flesh.\MEDM April 21, 1909, page 308.1 


Thus in the heart and life of man, God was to be enthroned. All of 
the rule, all of the authority, all of the power, was to be his through 
the Spirit, at the ever-responsive will and spirit and the free choice 
of the man. This was, and was ever to be, the kingdom of God in 
the man.MEDM April 21, 1909, page 308.2 


But this realm and dominion was surrendered by man to another, 
and the throne in this kingdom was usurped by another—the wicked 
one. The rule, the authority, and the power became that of the 
usurper. The character manifested became that of the wicked one. 
The law of the kingdom became the law of sin, instead of being the 
original law of the kingdom—the law of God; the law of sin and 
death prevailed, instead of the law of the Spirit of life and 
righteousness. The kingdom, instead of being the true one of light 
and liberty, of righteousness and peace and joy, became a kingdom 
of darkness and bondage, of sin and war and discontent.MEDM 
April 21, 1909, page 308.3 


In this kingdom there is perpetual war. For no sooner was the 
kingdom surrendered to the enemy, and the usurper had taken the 
throne, than the word of God was spoken: “I will put enmity between 
thee and the woman, and between thy seed and her seed.” This 
divinely implanted enmity against the evil one, and against his 
wicked rule, awakens the soul to the consciousness of the evil that 
reigns in the kingdom of the soul, and to a hatred of the evil and a 
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longing for the reign of the good. This there springs up a war for 
freedom from the bondage, a struggle for deliverance from the 
captivity, of this strange and foreign kingdom and dominion. VWEDM 
April 21, 1909, page 308.4 


But it is a war of constant defeat; and so of greater bondage and 
deeper captivity, of the longing, struggling soul. “For the good that | 
would | do not; but the evil which | would not, that | do. Now if | do 
that | would not, it is no more | that do it, but sin that dwelleth in me. 
| find then a law that when | would do good, evil is present with me. 
For | delight in the law of God after the inward man. But | see 
another law in my members, warring against the law of my mind, 
and bringing me into captivity to the law of sin that is in my 
members.” EDM April 21, 1909, page 309.1 


Thus in the kingdom there is always war, and always defeat; never 
peace, because there is never victory. Deliverance can never come 
that way. In that kingdom man is subject to a power that is mightier 
than he. The man can not break off the power, and the usurper will 
not yield his rule; he will “not let his prisoners loose 
homewards.”MEDM April 21, 1909, page 309.2 


But O! Soul, be of good cheer. There is deliverance. “The Lord hath 
laid help upon one that is mighty.” Invite in they rightful King: Him 
“whose right it is” to reign. Welcome Him to His own rightful place in 
His own native kingdom. Give Him his own place upon His own 
throne, in His own Kingdom within you. He is asking, knocking, 
waiting and longing, to come in.” Let Him in. “Behold | stand at the 
door and knock. If any man hear my voice and open the door, | will 
come in."MEDM April 21, 1909, page 309.3 


Then with the rightful King enthroned, all power is His. “He breaks 
the cruel power of sin; He sets the prisoner free.” He delivers the 
captive, He “puts down all rule and all authority and power’—all the 
rule of dark passion, all the authority of evil habit, all this power of 
sin and of the evil one. All things are put under His feet. He is first 
King of Righteousness, and after that King of Peace. He reigns in 
righteousness only. “And the work of righteousness shall be peace; 
and the effect of righteousness, quietness and assurance 
forever."MEDM April 21, 1909, page 309.4 





73 


Thus the soul being “delivered from the power of darkness and 
translated into the kingdom of his dear Son,” the kingdom of God as 
the kingdom of God indeed, with the divine and rightful King 
enthroned, is “within you.” Thus the war of defeat and captivity is 
over and the good fight of faith proceeds. Peace reigns forever, 
because the king of righteousness and peace reigns forever; and 
“he is our peace.” In Him there is victory forever. And this is the 
victory that overcometh the world, even your faith—the faith of 
Jesus. MEDM April 21, 1909, page 309.5 


This is the kingdom of God with you in truth; the King himself in the 
kingly place on his throne in his own native kingdom; the law of the 
kingdom, the holy character of the living king himself: “the Lord, the 
Lord God, merciful and gracious, longsuffering and abundant in 
goodness and truth, keeping mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity 
and transgression and sin.” And as this holy law of the King is made 
manifest in the kingdom through the eternal Spirit of the eternal 
King whose the kingdom is; for “the fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, 
peace, longsuffering, gentleness, goodness, faith, meekness, 
temperance.”MEDM April 21, 1909, page 309.6 


This is the kingdom of God “come within, and this is the will of God 
“done” in this his kingdom “on earth as it is in heaven.”\MEDM April 
21, 1909, page 309.7 


This is the kingdom of God indeed “within you,” in which, by the 
reign of Christ, all other rule, all other authority, and all other power, 
is “put down” and the kingdom is delivered up to God even the 
Father. and “God is all it all." WEDM April 21, 1909, page 309.8 


And every soul in whom the kingdom of God is thus established can 
with glad heart and voice join the heavenly chorus “We give thee 
thanks, O Lord God Almighty, which are and wast and art to come, 
because thou hast taken unto thee thy great power and hast 
reigned.”MEDM April 21, 1909, page 309.9 
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